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THE MINOR WORRIES OF LIFE! 
Why keep your Letters and Papers in a chronic state of confusion 
when you can have them in a Single Box or Drawer under the 
simplest possible arrangement in perfect order ? 


_ FREEMAN & SON, Souicrrors, 7, Fostsr-Lane, E.C.—“ The ‘ Ceres’ Files are quite 
best for a lawyer’s office. The facilities they afford are not to be found in any other 
” 





IRWIN E. B. COX, Esq., M.P.—‘‘ Am transferring all my papers to your Files, 
thereby releasing a whole room which was one mass of pigeon holes.’”” Subsequently : 
“The Writing Table is all I can desire.” 





‘(CALL AND INSPECT THE CERES SYSTEM OR SEND POSTCARD FOR FULLY 
ILLUSTRATED EXPLANATORY PAMPHLET, POST-FREE. 


THE CERES DEPOT, 
10, JOHN STREET, ADELPHI, W.C. 
(Opposite the Society of Arts and two minutes from Charing Oross). 


THE LAW GUARANTEE AND TRUST 
SOCIETY, LIMITED. 


SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL - £1,000,000. PAID-UP - £100,000. 
FipELitry GUARANTEES OF ALL KINDS. ADMINISTRATION AND LUNACY 
BonpDs, MORTGAGE, DEBENTURE, LICENSE, AND CONTINGENCY 
INSURANCE. TRUSTEESHIPS FOR DEBENTURE-HOLDERS, XC. 











HEAD OFFICE : 49, Chancery-lane, W.C. | CITY OFFICE: 66, Moorgate-street, E.C. 
x IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 


In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of xX 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFBITURE OF THE LICENSE. 

Suitable clauses, eek Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 

special valuation and at low rates. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 














ESTABLISHED 1836. 





£ 3,000,000 
£390,000 
%1,000,000 
£ 11,700,000 


FUNDS 

INCOME 
YEARLY BUSINESS - 
BUSINESS IN FORCE 


o 7 7 - . 





THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wirnovr Prorrrs. 


The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 





Age | Premium | Age | Premium | Age | Premium 
20 |8178%,] 30 | 8116 %,| 40 | #2 10%, 





£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 
Valuation at 2} p.c.:—Hm. Table of Mortality. 





10 yrs. 20 yrs. 
£1,199 | £1,438 | £1,724 





Duration | 30 yrs. | 40 yrs. | 


Amount of Policy | £2,067 








Next Bonus as at 31st December, 1901. 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tue services of Sir F. Jeune being required in the Court of 
Appeal, it has been arranged that on Monday next Mr. Justice 
Bucxn111 will commence the trial of admiralty actions, and that 
on Tuesday next Mr. Justice Barnzs will commence the trial of 
probate and divorce special jury actions. 





Tue RECOGNITION by the British Government of the status of 
the South African Republic as a ppm ae power, which seems 
now to have been formally notified to foreign states, is a measure 
dictated purely by considerations of convenience, and it of course 
carries with it no recognition of the republic as a sovereign 
independent state. Where a government is contending against 
a revolt situated entirely within its own territorial dominions, so 
that foreign powers are not likely to be affected, and when, 
moreover, the operations are not of such a nature or on such a 
scale as to amount to war, there is no need to recognize a state 
of belligerency. But when the operations are on & con- 
siderable scale and in fact amount to war, as in the case 
of the American War of Secession, it is convenient, both as 
between the parties themselves and as regards independent 
powers, that a state of war should be legally declared, and that 
the recognized consequences, both as the conduct of the 
war and the rights and obligations of neutrals, should result. In 
the case of the war in South Africa there is not only the con- 
sideration that the operations are of a nature to constitute a war 
in fact, but also that the power technically in revolt has a 
separate territory and government of its own, and in all save the 
one point of the right to regulate its foreign relations is legally 
an independent state. But the ee oe of pod — asa 
belligerent power is a recognition for the purposes of the war 5 
It bcp ant weilve any claims of Great Britain, nor does it do 
more than declare that all matters incidental to the war shall 
be treated as though the South African Republic was an 


independent state. 





WE pus.isu elsewhere a letter from the Inland Revenue to 
the secretary of the Incorporated Law Society, dated the 21st of 
November last, stating that “in a case where a purchase of real 
estate from trustees acting under a trust or power of sale has 
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been completed on the faith of an assurance from this depart- 
ment that the charge of estate duty followed the purchase- 
money, there is no intention of recedirg from the position which 
was then taken up. The more correct view which now prevails, 
that the charge of duty does not shift, is not to be taken as 
retrospective, or as cancelling any assurance previously given in 
a contrary sense.” If this means that in the case of all pur- 
chases from trustees acting under a trust or power of sale before 
the alteration of view of the department had become known to 
the purchaser's solicitor, this would remove the hardship 
with regard to past transactions completed without requiring 
proof of payment of the duty, on the strength of the former 
opinion of the department known to, though not actually 
communicated by the department to, the purchaser’s solicitor. 
In by far the largest number of cases, the knowledge of such 
solicitor was derived from other solicitors or his local law 
society, and not directly from the department. Does the 
assurance given by the department to the Incorporated Law 
Society extend to his case, or is it limited to cases of particular 
transactions with regard to which there has been ‘“‘ an assurance 
from this department”? The first part of the letter from the 
department is apparently limited to the latter transactions, but 
the subsequent statement that the new view “is not to be taken as 
retrospective” seems to include all transactiuns which took place 
before such new view was adopted. Then the question comes, 
when such new view is to be taken to have been first adopted? 
We printed on the 30th of September last a correspondence 
between solicitors and the department (which we had only then 
recently received permission to publish) in which, under date the 
3ed of July, 1899, the assistant controller announced that a pur- 
chaser from trustees under a trust or power of sale was concerned 
to see that the duty was paid. The new view must therefore have 
been adopted before the 3rd of July last, but a large number of 
trausactions must have been completed on the strength of the 
old view before the change was generally known. What is to 
be the date as from which the new view is not to be retro- 
spective? It is obvious that there is a good deal required to be 
added to the letter from the Inland Revenue before it can be 
deemed a satisfactory assurance with regard to past trans- 
actions. It would appear from the letter that the Council of the 
Incorporated Law Society limited their application to such past 
transactions ; but we imagine that solicitors in general will not 
be satisfied until the estate duty has been put by legislation on 
the same footing as succession duty as regards its being a charge 
on the proceeds of sale. 





WE Paint elsewhere letters from two correspondents referring 
to our article in last week’s issue on “‘ Fixed Costs of Substituted 
Service.” Both our correspondents appear to be under the 
impression that the existence of substituted service in county 
court proceedings had escaped our notice. Such, however, 
was far from being the case, for the article in question 
was written with the rules as to substituted service in the 
county court lying before us. In stating that “in the 
county court the plaintiff would not be entitled to any costs 
of substituted service, because he would not be required to 
incur any. The county court serves its own originating 
process,” &c., we were referring to service of an ordinary 
summons, and not, of course, to a default summons. Our 
whole charge against the arbitrary fixture in the High Court 
of the sum of £1 for costs of substituted service in actions 
between £20 and £50 is based upon the fact that the circum- 
stances of such an action in the High Court are entirely different 
from those of an ordinary action in the county court. In the 
High Oourt ee service is insisted upon in every case, and 
hes to be eifected by the plaintiff's solicitor. In the county 
court the ordinary summons is served by the bailiff, and a 

of ord. 7, rr. 94 and 20, of the County Court Rules, 1889, 
will be found to bear out our statement that the plaintiff in a 
county court action would be relieved of the necessity for obtain- 
ing leave to effect substituted service in circumstances under 
which in the High Court he would be compelled to do so. There- 
fore, as we contend, the High Court has no right to fix an allow- 
ance for the costs of a proceeding which it forces party to take 
based upon the allowance of the county court in which he is not 


compelled to take it. This insufficient fixture of costs is made 
doubly wrong, in our opinion, by the fact that, with very rare ex- 
ceptions, all these High Oourt actions for debt from £20 to £50 are 
brought by specially-indorsed writ, and are therefore obviously 
brought in the High Court solely for the purpose of obtaining 
the benefit of order 14, in case of the claim being resisted. 
Section 116 of the County Courts Act, 1888, clearly holds out to 
litigants a strong inducement to bring such actions in the High 
Court, and, as we point out in the article referred to, the policy 
of that section was to encourage litigants to come to the High 
Court with such actions. It is, therefore, obvious that the 
arbitrary fixture of an insufficient sum for substituted service in 
the High Court is entirely wrong, for it is not justified by 
analogy between pee a in the two courts, and is in fact in 
contravention of the spirit of the proviso to section 116 of the 
County Oourts Act, 1888. 





A very interesting and important question as to assent toa 
devise of real estate is raised in the letter of an esteemed corre- 
spondent, which we print elsewhere. Under Part I. of the Land 
Transfer Act, 1897, real estate passes on death to the personal 
representatives of the deceased as if it were a chattel real 
vesting in them. They have the same power of disposing it as 
if it were a chattel real, save that one of several personal repre- 
sentatives cannot, without the authority of the court, sell or 
transfer it (section 2 (2) ); and at any time after the sath of the 
owner, his personal representatives may assent to any devise 
contained in his will, or may convey the land to any person 
entitled thereto as heir, devisee, or otherwise (section 3 (1) ). 
In the case of Re Pawley and London and Provincial Bank 
(ante, p. 25) it has been held that the proviso pre- 
venting one of several executors from selling or transferring 
real estate requires that a sale or transfer, should be effected 
with the concurrence of all the executors named in the will 
except such as have renounced. Our correspondent asks 
whether the same rule applies to an assent. It is unwise to 
speak too confidently upon the difficulties arising from this 
partial assimilation of real to personal estate, but we adhere to 
the opinion we have already expressed, in a passage to which our 
correspondent refers, that there is a distinction between an assent 
and a transfer, and it would seem that the distinction governs 
the present point. Upon an assent to a bequest or a devise it is 
the law that transfers the estate from the executor to the legatee 
or devisee, and the assent is not a transfer to which the proviso 
of section 2 (2) applies. Since, then, one of several executors 
can assent to a bequest of a chattel real so as to vest the estate 
in the legatee, and real estate is put on the same footing as 
chattels real, it follows that the assent of a single executor will 
effectually vest the estate in real property in the devisee. But 
there is a further question, whether the proviso in section 2 (2) 
applies at all to section 3 (1). The subject-matter of the 
enactment in each case is quite different. Section 2 (2) is con- 
templating the sale of the real estate for the purpose of 
administration; section 3 (1) contemplates the handing 
over of the estate to beneficiaries. Moreover, the language is 
different. In section 2 (2) itis ‘‘ sell or transfer ” ; in section 3 (1) 
it is “assent to any devise or convey.” It may be doubted 
whether the requirement that all the executors shall join in a 
transfer under section 2 (2) extends to a conveyance under 
section 3 (1), and if they need not join in a conveyance to the 
devisee, of course they need not join in an assent. But how- 
ever this may be, the case of assent seems, for the reason we 
have given, to stand in a different position from a conveyance, 
and though it may not be safe, having regard to the use of the 
word “‘ transfer”’ in section 2 (2), to accept a title under a con- 
veyance from executors to a devisee unless all the executors 
named in the will either concur or renounce, yet it would seem 
that a title can be safely taken under an dusent by one of 
several executors. 





SomE INTERESTING points of criminal law were raised at the 
Old Bailey last week in the case of Reg. v. Brown and Others. 





The prisoners were indicted for conspiring together to incite 
women to attempt to administer drugs to themselves in order to 
procure miscarriage. It was disputed whether or not the drugs 













99 
made 

are ex- 
50 are 


iously 
aining 
sisted, 
out to 
High 
policy 
High 
t the 
ice in 
d by 
act in 
f the 


| toa 
orre- 
Land 
sonal 
real 
it as 
opre- 
ll or 
f the 
svise 
rson 
(1)). 
Bank 
pre- 
‘ring 
cted 
will 
asks 
e to 
this 
e to 
our 
sent 
rns 
it is 
atee 
viso 
tors 
tate 
y as 
will 
But 


the 
on- 

of 
ing 
2 is 
(1) 
ted 
la 
der 
the 
w- 
we 
ce, 
the 
n- 
ors 
3m. 


he 
ré. 
ite 


gs 











Dec. 2, 189¢ 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 






[Vol. 44.] 69 








supplied by the prisoners for the p named could in fact 
effect that purpose, and it was contended on behalf of the prisoners 
that the drugs were harmless. The judge was accordingly asked 
to say (1) that if a woman, mistakenly believing that a thing 
which is really harmless is capable of producing miscarriage, 
takes the thing with the intention of procuring miscarriage, she 
is not liable to be convicted of the attempt ; and (2) that a person 
who supplies such a harmless thing to a woman who takes it 
believing it to be noxious, cannot be convicted of inciting. The 
first of these points has been frequently discussed in various 
forms of late years. It was held in Reg. v. Collins (12 W. R. 
886) that where a man put his hand into the pocket of another 
and the pocket happened to be empty he fr? not be convicted 
of an attempt to steal, as it was not possible to commit the 
complete offence. This case was, however, disapproved of by 
the High Court in Reg. v. Brown (38 W. R. 95, 24 Q. B.D. 
357), and was overruled by Reg. v. Ring (17 Cox O.C. 491). It 
seems, therefore, from these latter cases that where a person 
tries to commit a crime, and is only prevented because 
of the existence of some fact of which that person 
is ignorant, he may be convicted of attempting to 
commit the crime, although it was impossible for him 
to complete the crime, If this statement of the law is 
correct, then a woman, who with a guilty intention takes a 
harmless thing, thinking it to be a noxious thing, may be 
convicted of an attempt to procure miscarriage, although her 
attempt could not possibly succeed ; and this was the opinion of 
Daruine, J., who tried the recent case. The other point is more 
difficult. If the person who supplies the drug knows it to be 
harmless, it is going very far to say that he can be convicted of 
inciting the woman to attempt to commit the offence; and yet this 
seems to be the logical deduction, for it is owing to his incitement 
that the woman has committed the guilty act. Still, if a man 
knows that he is giving a woman something that is perfectly 
harmless, and knows that it is impossible for her attempt to be 
successful, in spite of logic, it is difficult to say that he has 
incited the woman to attempt to commit the crime, and Dartine, 
J., held that under such circumstances he could not be convicted. 
If, however, the person supplying the drug believes that the 
harmless drug is noxious, clearly there is present in his mind 
the design that the crime shall be actually committed, 
and, on the analogy of the reasoning on the first point, 
he is guilty, as the judge decided. As it turned out, the 
discussion was of merely academic importance, for the jury 
found that the drugs were in fact noxious, and noxious to the 
knowledge of the persons supplying them. There is, therefore, 
no opportunity of hearing the views of the Court for Crown Cases 
Reserved on the questions. They are important questions which 
it would be well to have settled, and when they come up for 
decision the common sense view of Dar.ina, J., will probably be 
adopted. 





Tux pexcision of Oozzns-Harpy, J., in Rice v. Noakes 
§ Co. (ante, p. 60) is a very important addition to the 
authorities on the right of a mortgagee to stipulate for collat- 
eral advantages in addition to the payment of his principal, 
interest; and costs. Formerly, as is well known, the rule 
against allowing such extra benefits was supposed to be very 
strict. ‘‘A man,” it was said in Jennings v. Ward (2 Vern. 
520), “shall not have interest for his money and a collateral 
advantage besides for the loan of it, or clog the redemption 
with any by-agreement.” But the rule in this form was 
definitely set aside by the Court of Appeal in Biggs v. Hoddinott 
(47 W. R, 84; 1898, 2 Ch. 307), In that case a mortgage of a 
hotel to a brewer contained a covenant by the mortgagors that 
during the continuance of the security they would take the 
beer sold on the mortgaged premises exclusively from the 
mortgagee. The deed also contained a provision for the 
cecntinuance of the loan for five years. The mortgagors claimed 
that the covenant tying the house to the brewers, during the 
continuance of the security, was invalid, but Romzr, J., and the 
Court of Appeal (Linpiey, M.R., Currry and Cots, L.JJ.) 
were against him. Liypizy, M.R., stated that the proposition 
laid down in Jennings v. Ward was too wide. The true principle 
he enunciated as follows: ‘A mortgage is regarded asa security 
for money, and the mortgagor can always redeem on payment of 





principal, interest, and costs; and no bargain preventing such 
redemption is valid, nor will unconscionable bargains be enforced, 
There is no case where collateral advan have been dis- 
allowed which does not come under one of these two heads.” But 
since the covenant in question was limited to the continuance of 
the security, it did not touch the equity of redemption, and so 
was not impeachable under the first head ; nor in the view of the 
court was there anything oppressive in the covenant, so as to 
bring it under the second head. 





Tue rEsutt of Biggs v. Hoddinott (supra) is that a stipulation 
for a collateral advantage is valid provided it does not interfere 
with the mortgagor’s right to redeem, and provided also that it 
is not oppressive ; but in applying the former proviso a difficulty 
may arise in determining what constitutes an interference with 
the right to redeem. In Santley v. Wilde (47 W. R. 297; 1899, 
1 Ch. 747, 2 Ch. 474) money was advanced to the lessee of a 
theatre upon an agreement for payment to the mortgagee of a 
specified share of the profit-rental of the theatre for a term 
expiring in 1905. The a gave notice to pay off the 
advance, and in the opinion of Byrnz, J., she was entitled to do 
this, and at the same time to get rid of the obligation (so far as 
it was still future) to pay the share of profits. But the 
Court of Appeal supported the bargain upon the ground that 
the mortgage was really a security, not only for the repay- 
ment of the money advanced and interest, but also for the 
due performance of the obligation to pay a share of profits, and 
hence until that obligation was a performed, the right to 
redeem did not arise. The collateral advantage, consequently, 
was restricted to the continuance of the security, and the 
principle of Biggs v. Hoddinott applied. It is to be noticed that 
in the mortgage deed the property was expressed to be 
redeemable only on payment of the principal and interest and 
of all other moneys covenanted to be paid, and in the words of 
Cozens-Harpy, J., in his judgment in Rice v. Noakes § Co., the 
decision established “that a mortgage of leasehold property 
expressed to be a security for the due discharge of future 
recurring obligations cannot be redeemed before those 
obligations have matured, even though the period covered 
by the obligations may or must exceed the duration of 
the lease.” But this result, it would seem, depends entirely 
on the form of the proviso for redemption, and it is 
not to be taken to support the mortgagee in insisting on 
advantages accruing after the right of redemption has in fact 
become exercisable. In Rice v. Noakes § Co. a mortgage of a 
public-house, held for a term expiring in 1923, provided that the 
mortgagor and his successors in title should not during the 
residue of the term, whether any money remained owing on the 
security or not, take beer except from the mortgagees. Notwith- 
standing the apparent extension given in Santley v. Wilde to the 
principle of Biggs v. Hoddinott, Cozens-Harvy, J., held that the 
rule “once a mortgage, always a mortgage,” was still a sound 
legal maxim, and that, provided the equity of redemption had 
become exercisable, it followed that the mortgagor was entitled 
to have the property restored to him free from any right of the 
mortgagee. The result, if we may say so, ap to be correct, 
but the distinction is somewhat slight between the right of a 
mortgagee to receive for the residue of the term a share of 
profits, which was allowed in Santley v. Wilde, and his right to 
make for the residne of the term profit by the supply of beer, 
which has been denied in Rice v. Noakes § Co. It will be 
interesting to see how the Court of Appeal will deal with the 
latter case if it comes before them. 





THE cuRRENT number of the Law Magazine and Review con- 
tains the paper on the ‘State Punishment of Crime” read by 
Mr. Justice Kennepy before the American Bar Association at 
Buffalo in August last. The learned judge gives no y ee to 
the theorists who place crime outside the domain of the will, 
and represent the criminal as the irresponsible creature of his 
physical development or of his environment. Anatomical 
specialists claim, it seems, to have discovered in the brains of 
habitual criminals certain abnormal features which mark them 








off as a class from the sound portion of the community, and indi- 
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cate retrogression in the scale of animal life. All this Mr. Justice 
KEnnEDY, a8 might be expected, sets aside, and supports the old- 
fashioned view of the full moral responsibility of each indi- 
vidual. But when he turns to theories of punishment he is, 
perhaps, less practical. The common-sense view is that punish- 
ment has for its object both the reformation of the criminal and 
the prevention of crime in others. The former object is fully 
recognized at the present day. To illustrate the latter, Mr. 
Justice Kennepy quotes a story of Sir Harry Potann’s. To a 
convicted prisoner expostulating that it was hard that he should 
be hanged for stealing a horse, the judge replied: ‘‘ Man, thou 
art not to be hanged only for stealing a horse, but that horses 
may not be stolen.” But these practical considerations are 
subordinated to a theory which Mr. Justice Kennepy holds in 
common with Sir Epwarp Fry. Criminals, he says, are punished 
primarily neither with a view to reformation nor to prevention, but 
on the ground of “the fitness of suffering to sin—the relation 
which ought to exist between wickedness and pain.” Surely to 
put this forward as the root idea is to introduce obscurity where 
we require above all things to have clear objects in view. The 
State has no concern to mete out punishment for sin, but it has 
a concern to strive for those other objects which Mr. Justice 
Kennepy ranks as secondary—the reformation of the criminal 
and the safety of society. To go beyond these objects is to 
increase the difficulty of a subject already sufficiently intricate. 








LIABILITY AS BETWEEN LESSOR AND LESSEE 
FOR RATES AND TAXES. 


Ir has been frequently recognized that the fair arrangement 
between lessor and lessee in respect of the incidence of rates and 
other assessments is to throw upon the lessee such as are of a 
temporary or recurring nature and to leave the lessor to pay 
such as are imposed for the permanent improvement of the 
premises. In Wilkinson v. Collyer (13 Q. B. D. 1), where there 
was a covenant by the lessee to pay all rates, taxes, and assess- 
ments payable in respect of the premises during the term, Manisry, J., 
said that, unless there was some authority to the contrary, he 
should hold the words used to apply to rates and assessments of 
a temporary or recurring nature, and not to a sum which was a 
charge upon the property giving it an increased permanent 
value; aud, there being no authority to exclude such a result, 
the liability for the expense of paving a street upon which 
the premises abutted was held not to fall within the covenant. 
It was a charge imposed for the permanent improvement of the 
premises, and, notwithstanding the covenant, was payable by the 
owner. In Aldridge v. Forne (17 Q. B. D, 212), Groves, J., 
referring to the difficulty of extracting any very distinct rule 
from the numerous cases on the subject, mentioned the doctrine 
laid down by Manisry, J., in Wilkinson vy. Collyer as the only 
broad principle. 

But while this distinction between burdens of a recurring 
nature and those imposed for the permanent improvement of 
the premises furnishes the fundamental rule where the words of 
the covenant do not go beyond “ rates, taxes, and assessments,” 
the rule is frequently excluded by additional words which are 
introduced into the covenant in the interest of the lessor. Such 
are the words ‘‘ duties” aud “ outgoings,” either of which may 
have the effect of throwing upon the lessee the cost of executing 
nape improvements. ‘Thus, where the lessee covenants to 

ear, pay, and discharge (inter alia) all duties and assessments 
charged or imposed on the premises or upon the landlord or tenant in 
respect thereof, he will be liable for the expenses incurred by the 
lessor in abating a nuisance in accordance with a notice served 
by the local authority. ‘‘ Landlords,” said Bramwett, L.J., in 
Budd y. Marshall (5 C. P. D, 481), where this point was decided, 
‘“‘always endeavour to extend the liability of the tenant 
- by putting in additional words, and in this they generally 
succeed, for tenants have not the same persistency.” And 
with reference to the argument that the covenant was only 
applicable to charges which were recurrent in their nature, he 
said that the parties intended to specify every kind of disburse- 
ment which they could think of, and held that the word 
“duties” was effectual to impose on the tenant the liability 
for permanent improvements which there wus an obligation 





j 





upon the landlord to effect. In the earlier case of Crosse v. Raw 
(L. R. 9 Ex. 209) the word used was “outgoings.” The lessee 
covenanted that he would bear, pay, and discharge (inter alia) 
all assessments and outgoings which at any time during the demise 
should be charged or imposed upon the premises or upon the landlord 
or tenant in respect thereof. It was held that the lessee was liable 
for the expense of a drain which the lessor had been required by 
a local body acting under statutory authority to make. Here, 
as also in Thompson v. Lapworth (L. R. 3 0. P., p. 158), sympathy 
was expressed with the argument that the landlord should be 
liable for capital expenditure, but not for expenditure which was 
chargeable against revenue, but it was pointed out that the 
intention of the landlord was to be liable for neither. A similar 
effect was given to “outgoings” in Aldridge v. Forne (17 
Q. B. D. 212), where the lessee covenanted to pay during the term 
outgoings for the time being payable by either landlord or tenant in 
respect of the premises. The lessors had been compelled to pay to 
the local authority a sum for the paving of the street upon 
which the premises abutted. It was pointed out that the word 
“outgoings” was at least as strong as “duties,” and it was 
held that the amount must be repaid by the lessee to the lessor. 

A further point arises where the list of impositions payable 
is qualified by words which restrict them to sums ‘‘ charged on 
the premises.” The liability of the lessee then depends on the 
operation of the statute under which the amount is payable. 
Under the Public Health Act, 1875, improvement expenses are 
made a charge upon the premises immediately upon being 
incurred by the local authority, and hence, under the 
words just specified, they fall upon the tenant. But 
it is different under the Metropolis Management Acts, 
by which certain expenses are made a charge upon 
the owner, but are not constituted a direct charge 
upon the premises. In respect of impositions of this nature the 
lessee will not be liable unless the covenant extends beyond the 
words above specified and imposes upon him all outgoings charged 
upon the demised premises or upon any person in respect thereof. In 
Allum v. Dickinson (9 Q. B. D. 632) this extension of the 
covenant was absent, and the lessee was held not to be liable for 
paving expenses incurred under the Metropolis Management 
Acts. On the other hand, in Smith v. Robinson (1893, 2 Q. B. 58), 
where the lessee covenanted to pay assessment charges charged on 
the demised premises or on the lessor in respect of the premises, he 
was held liable for drainage expenses incurred by the lessor in com- 
plying with an order made under the Public Health (London) Act, 
1891. Moreover, if the covenant is so worded as to throw upon the 
lessee all sums charged upon the lessor in respect of the premises, 
the former becomes liable directly notice of apportionment of the 
expenses is served upon the landlord, although the work is not 
actually done till after the expiration ofa notice determining the 
tenancy: Wiz v. Rutson (1899, 1 Q. B. 474). 

In cases where the word “duties” is not inserted in the 
covenant, the tenant has sometimes escaped liability on the 
ground that while an obligation to execute improvements is 
imposed on the lessor, with the right for the local authority on 
default to do the work themselves and charge him with the 
expenses, yet there is no assessment or imposition of a 
sum of money in the first instance. The landlord is 
charged for his breach of duty, but no rate is imposed 
upon him. In TZidswell v. Whitworth (L. R. 2 O. P. 326) 
the lessee covenanted to pay all assessments and impositions which 
should during the term become payable in respect of the demised 
premises, Under a local Act the owner was required to sewer 
and pave his part of the street, and on his default the local 
authority had the work done and charged him with the expense. 
It was held that this was not an assessment in respect of the 
premises, but an assessment in respect of the landlord’s neglect 
of duty, and that the tenant was not liable. In the recent case 
of Farlow v. Stevenson, an attempt has been made to apply the 
same distinction where the word “ duties” is used, subject, how- 
ever, tothe qualifying words, ‘‘ payable in respect of the premises.” 
The lessee covenanted to pay all rates, duties, and assessments which 
should become payable for or in respect of the premises, At first 
sight there is force in the argument that the expression 
“ payable in respect of the premises ”’ should be construed as in 
Tidswell vy. Whitworth (supra), and then it would have the effect 
of restricting ‘‘ duties” to such money payments as are directly 





-— - om em ee oe Oe eee CO Se Ae oe.4i 


ee ea ae a a 





———= 
—— 


Raw 


38860 
alia) 
mise 
llord 
‘able 
d by 
[ere, 
athy 
d be 
was 
the 
lilar 
(17 
erm 
it in 
y to 
pon 
ord 
was 
or. 
ble 
on 
the 
ole. 
are 
ing 
the 
But 
sts, 
on 
ge 
the 
the 
ged 
In 
the 
for 
nt 
8), 
on 
he 
m- 
ct, 
he 
BS, 
he 
ot 
1e 


he 
he 
is 
on 
16 

a 
is 
ad. 
6) 
ch 
ed 
or 
al 
8. 
18 
ct 
30 
18 
v- 
” 
h 
at 
n 
n 
ot 
y 





Dec. 2, 1899- 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 






[Vol. 44.) 71 








imposed as an assessment in respect of the premises and not as 
a penalty for neglect to fulfil an obligation. But Byrng, J. (15 
T. L. R. 250), and now the Court of Appeal (reported elsewhere), 
have declined to take this view. The word ‘‘duties” did not 
occur in Zidswell vy. Whitworth, and it seems that in all the cases 
where it has been used the decision has been against the tenant. 
To rob the word of its plenary meaning would introduce a 
further complication into a difficult subject, and it must be 
regarded as satisfactory that this has not been done. Out of the 
numerous cases in the subject, only a part of which have been 
referred to above, it is possible at the present time to extract 
some definite rules, and according to one of these the word 
“ duties” amounts to an indemnity by the lessee to the lessor 
against all expenses of whatever nature. The result is fre- 

uently harsh upon the tenant, but tenants and their advisers 
should insist on the omission of the word. 








APPEALS AS TO COSTS. 


In the recent case of Bew v. Bew (1899, 2 Ch. 407) the Court 
of Appeal (Linpizy, M.R., Jzunz, P., and Rommr, L.J.) have 
cleared away some confusion that had arisen with regard to the 
right of appeal as to costs. By section 49 of the Judicature 
Act, 1873, it is provided that ‘‘no order made by the High 
Court of Justice or any judge thereof, by the consent of parties, 
or as to costs only, which by law are left to the discretion of the 
court, shall be subject to any appeal, except by leave of the 
court or judge making such order.” And R.8.C., ord. 65,r. 1, 
contains the well-known provision that costs are in general 
to be in the discretion of the court or judge, subject to the 
proviso securing the right of a personal representative, trustee, or 
mortgagee, who has not unreasonably instituted or resisted pro- 
ceedings, to have his costs out of the particular estate or fund. 
The enactment of section 49 is obviously open to the construction 
that in all cases where costs are left to the discretion of the court 
the right to appeal as to costs is taken away, and an appeal can be 
brought only by leave ; and this is the construction that was put 
spe it in Charles v. Jones (338 Oh. D. 80). In that case charges 
of misconduct were made against a mortgagee, and it was sought 
to deprive him of his costs. Upon the costs being allowed b 
the court the mortgagor appealed. But it was held that, thoug 
the mortgagee, if deprived of his costs, has a right to appeal, 
there is no corresponding right on the part of the mortgagor 
when the mortgagee is allowed his costs. Primd facie the costs 
are not within the discretion of the judge, and the 
mortgagee is entitled to them. If, however, misconduct 
is proved, then the discretion of the judge arises, and 
so far as the mortgagor is concerned there is no appeal, though, 
against the decision upon the question of misconduct, the mort- 
gagee has a right to appeal, and if he succeeds he regains his 
right to costs. But for the present purpose the case is 
important, not for its effect upon the rights of mortgagees, but 
for its effect generally in cases where costs are left to the dis- 
cretion of the judge. According to the judgment of Corton, 
L.J., this fact by itself is sufficient to oust the right of appeal as 
to costs. ‘‘ It appears to me, he said, “‘ that the judge did exercise 
his discretion ; but even if he did not, if it is a case in which the 
Act leaves the costs to the discretion of the judge, it takes away 
the power of this court to entertain an appeal from his decision. 
Therefore the only question is whether these are costs which are 
left by law to the discretion of the judge.” 

But there is another view of the effect of section 49, and this 
is, that the right of appeal is not necessarily taken away when- 
ever the costs are left to the discretion of the judge, but only 
when they are so left and when, moreover, he ad in fact 
exercised his discretion. If, on the other hand, he has supposed 
himself to be bound by a rule of law, and has applied the rule 
instead of exercising his discretion, then the section does not 
apply, and the right of appeal lies. This view was taken in 
the earlier case of Zhe City of Manchester (5 P, D. 221), That 
was a collision case, and the judge finding that both vessels 
were to blame gave the plaintifis half their damages against 
the defendants and condemned the defendants in the 
costs of the action. Although the costs were in the 


cise of that discretion but in pursuance of a supposed rule 
that the plaintifis were entitled to full costs, although they 
obtained only half damages. In the Court of Appeal it was 
considered that this was a good ground for allowing an appeal 
as to costs. Thus where the discretion of the judge had been 
exercised there was no right of appeal ; where, however, though 
he ought to exercise his discretion, he had not done so, but 
had followed a sup rule of law, section 49 of the Act of 
1873 did not exclude an appeal. In Bew v. Bow (supra) it 
has been held that the view in Zhe City of Manchester (which 
was not quoted in Charles v. Jones) is correct, and the rule is 
now laid down as follows: Where costs are in the discretion 
of the judge, the Court of Ap will assume that the jud 
exercised his discretion, until the con is proved, and the 
right to appeal is accordingly excluded. however, it appears 
that he has not exercised his discretion, but has applied some 
rule which in fact excluded his discretion, then the result is 
different, and an appeal lies without leave. 

There is a further conflict in the cases as to an ap from 
an order which allows ‘‘ costs, charges, and .’ In Re 
Chennell (8 Ch. D. 492) it was pointed out that the charges and 
expenses of a trustee are not costs incident to a proceeding in 
the High Court, and are consequently not included in the costs 
specified in order 55 as being placed in the discretion of the 
court. Consequently, where an order deals with “costs, 
charges, and: expenses,” it is not an order for costs only, 
and is therefore not excluded from the ordinary right of 
appeal, and it seems to have been held that this result would 
follow even though it was only the part of the order dealing 
with costs as to which there was any complaint. In Charles v. 
Jones (supra), however, it was held that where the appealing 
is not hurt by the part of the order which deals with charges and 
expenses, the fact that they are included does not give him a 
right to appeal in respect of costs only, and this view has been 
adopted in Bew v. Bew (supra) as correct. ‘‘ You cannot,”’ said 
Lrypiey, M.R., “‘ obtain a right to appeal as to costs only, if 
there is nothing wrong as to c and ex x 
The circumstances in Bew v. Bew furnished an interesting 
illustration of the first of these two points. The plaintiff just 
before his marriage handed £300 to his intended wife for joint 
investment on m with money of her own. The marriage 
was shortly followed by a separation, and upon the mortgage 
being paid off the wife claimed to retain the £300 as agift. In 
the action the husband established that the money was held 
by the wife, or since her death—for she died during the 
0 a of the action—by po representatives, as trustees for 


i 5 bak, aeteeenees success on the point in issue, 
Kexewrcon, J., allowed to the wife’s estate costs out of the fund 
as between solicitor and client on the ground that she was 
a trustee. The contention that a trustee ing up an 
adverse claim and denying the trust is in any event to get his 


costs is novel, and was naturally repudiated by the Oourt of 
Appeal. Since, therefore, the learned judge had applied the 
supposed rule, and had not exercised his discretion, the question 
of costs, in accordance with the rule stated above, was open to 
appeal, and the Court of Appeal on the merits reversed the 
decision of Kzxewicu, J., and ordered the costs to fall on the 
wife’s estate. 








In charging the grand jury at the Liverpool Assizes, Mr. Justice 
Kennedy said that with regard to 75 per cent. of crimes of violence he 
thought it was right to t out that unquestionably the connection 
between intem ce and crime was clearly - It was a very 
serious thing when anything like 75 per cent. of crimes of violence was 
due in a very close way to indulgence in excess of that sort. He hoped the 
uestion might receive real treatment, in what way it was for others than 
those who sat in that court like himself to suggest. 


A coroner in Nevada, says the Central Law Journal, recently reasoned 
out a verdict more sensible than one-half — = a. 
It a en oS ee a little powder wn upon 
come queun Weed Weel Sactitete tp ing, directed a small stream 
from a keg — the burning piece, but not possessing a hand sufficiently 
quick to cut this off, was blown into a million pieces. The following was 
e verdict, delivered with great gravity by the officer: ‘‘ Can't be called 
suicide, bekase he didn’t mean to kill himself; it wasn't ‘ visitation of 
God,’ bekase he wasn’t struck by light ; he did not die from want of 
breath, for he had no to th; it’s plain he didn’t know 





discretion of the judge, the order was not made in the exer- | 


what he was about, so I bring in—died for want of common sense.’’ 
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REVIEWS. 
RAILWAYS. 


THe Law oF RAILWAY CoMPANIES: BEING A COLLECTION OF THE 
AcTs AND ORDERS RELATING TO RAILWAY COMPANIES IN GREAT 
BRITAIN AND IRELAND, WITH NOTES OF ALL THE CASES DECIDED 
THEREON. By J. H. BAtFour Browne, Q.C., and H. 8. THx0- 
BALD, Q.C. Turrp Eprrion. By J. H. BatrouR BRowNeE and 
Frank BaLrouR Browne, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 

Fortunately for the editors a large part of this bulky volume 
consists of the text of statutes and orders which do not call for any 
considerable annotation, but with others of the statutes the labour 
of revising the notes must have been very heavy. Chief among 
those which have called for frequent judicial decision are the 
Companies Clauses Act, 1845, the Lands Clauses Act, 1845, the 
Railways Clauses Act, 1845, and, more recently, the Railway 
and Canal Traffic Act, 1888. The Lands Clauses Act has an 
importance extending beyond railways, and some of its sections, as is 
well known, have become overloaded with an enormous mass of case 
law. Especi notable in this respect are section 68 as to 
compensation for ‘‘injuriously affecting,” section 69 as to the invest- 
ment of compensation money paid into the bank on behalf of persons 
under disability, and section 80 on the costs relating to applications 
with regard to money paid into the bank, whether under section 69 or 
by way of deposit upon an entry by the company under section 85 
before tke amount of the compensation has been determined. Under 
section 69 it seems hardly correct to say (p. 178) that there is no 
authority on the question whether, where a company takes part of an 
estate which is subject to restrictive covenants, the owner of adjoining 
land in favour of which the covenants are given can claim compensa- 
tion. Both Kirby v. School Board for Harrogate (1896, 1 Ch. 437) and 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Railway Co. v. Anderson (1898, 
2 Ch. 394), the latter of which is referred to at p. 173, appear to shew 
that procedure under section 68 is the appropriate remedy for an 
owner injured by a breach of covenant under such circumstances. 
As far as we can judge, the new decisions have been faithfully 
incorporated. In general the book does not sim at giving a con- 
nected exposition of the law, and readers in search of information 
may have to find it at some little trouble to themselves; but such help 
as was possible has been afforded by marginal notes, and a glance down 
the pages will usually shew what is wanted, and also demonstrate the 
ped = gee detail with which the work abounds. Moreover, where 
arrangement of the authorities is essential to the due understanding of 
the notes, this has been done. An example will be found in the note, 
already referred to, on section 68 of the Lands Clauses Act, and again in 
the important note to section 89 of the Railways Clauses Act, 1845, 
which defines the liabilities of railway companies. This note is 
divided into six parts, dealing respectively with (1) carriage of goods, 
(2) carriage of passengers, (3) passengers’ luggage, (4) railway 
accidents, (5) liability for negligence of contractor, (6) liability to 
licensees, (7) liability to servants, and (8) form of action. Under 
Part (2) the cases on the efficacy of the conditions printed on 
railway tickets will be found neatly arranged. Part (3) notices 
the recent decision in Britten v. (reat Northern Railway Co. 
1899, 1 Q. B, 243) that a bicycle does not rank as personal 
negege Part (4) is of special importance, and incorporates a 
multitude of decisions, which appear to have been selected with 
great care. Al her the work forms a most valuable compendium 
of the statute and case law connected with railways, and this new 
edition, with the law brought up to date, is very acceptable. 





SUMMARY JURISDICTION. 


Summary JURISDICTION PROCEDURE: BEING THE SUMMARY 
JURISDICTION Acrs, 1848-1899, REGULATING THE DUTIES OF 
JUSTICES OF THE Peace wiTrH Resrpecr To SumMARy Con- 
VICTIONS AND ORDERS, THE INDICTABLE OFFENCES AcTs, 1848 
AND 1868. WiruH APrpEenDIx or STATUTES RELATING THERETO, 
Coriovs Notes, Inpex, anp Tastes or STATUTES AND CASES. 
Eicutu Epition. By Cucm Gzorce Dovo.as, Clerk to the 
Lord Mayor, Mansion House Justice Room, London. Shaw & 
Sons; Butterworth & Co. 


This is the cighth edition of » work which has generally been 
known as “Glen’s Summary Jurisdiction Acts.” In this edition, 
for the first time, the name of the original author (the late Mr. W. 
Cunningham Glen) has no place on the title-page, and Mr. Douglas, 
whose editorial labours were shared by various learned gentlemen 
im preparing former editions, is alone answerable for the latest 
elition, That the book has reached an eighth edition shews that it 
has been found # useful work by the profession, and this edition will 
no doult fully maintain ite high reputation. It does not profess to 








deal with the nature of offences, but is essentially a book of procedure 
for courts of summary jurisdiction, and it seems to contain almost 
everything that can be said on the subject. In form the book is an 
annotated copy of the various Summary Jurisdiction Acts, and 
contains, in an appendix, a number of other Acts which relate to 
procedure. It notices some decisions delivered quite recently, and is 
in every way brought well up to date. The editing has been done 
carefully and accurately, and the index is full and satisfactory. 





ELEMENTARY LAW. 


ELEMENTARY LAW FOR THE GENERAL PUBLIC. 
TyssENn, M.A., D.C.L., Barrister-at-Law. 
(Limited). 

This work, which ought to have been sooner noticed, is a capital 
handbook for the layman on elementary matters connected with 
law, and will also be found useful by the law student. It is expressed 
in ordinary language, and contains careful explanations of all 
legal terms which have to be used. It is, moreover, very clearly 
written, and forms easy and pleasant reading. There must be few 
business men or owners of property who do not desire to know some- 
thing of the law affecting their possessions, and here they have the 
opportunity of obtaining as much knowledge as is likely to be of 
service to them. Take, for instance, the chapter on cheques : the author 
first states the form of a cheque; then discusses each of the points 
arising on such form, the meaning and effect of crossing a cheque, 
the effect of retaining a cheque unpresented, the rights of a person 
taking a cheque, and many other matters, and concludes with some 
practical rules deducible from the principles before laid down. 
Promissory notes and bills, savings banks, sales of goods, accounts, 
the public funds, shares in companies and colonial and other bonds are 
subsequently dealt with in separate chapters, and then follow explana- 
tions with regard to copyhold, freehold and leasehold land, sales of 
land, rates and taxes, landed estates, personalty, settlements, and 

ills. We have not found any notice of the usual necessity for the 
licence of the lord to a lease of copyhold land—a point on which the 
layman is very apt to go wrong—but in other respects the sketch given 
of this tenure is much to be commended. 


By AMHERST D, 
William Clowes & Sons 





BOOKS RECEIVED. 


Workmen’s Compensation Cases: being Reports of Cases decided 
under the Workmen’s Compensation Act. Principally taken from 
the Times Law Reports, Edited by R. M. Mrnron-SennovseE, 
Barrister-at-Law. William Clowes & Sons (Limited). 


Precedents of Purchase and Mortgage Deeds: being a Companion 
Volume to “‘ Jackson and Gosset on Investigation of Title.” By W. 
HowLanD JACKSON and THoROLD GosseEtT, B.A., LL.M., Barristers- 
at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). Price 7s. 6d. 


Women’s Position Before the English Law from Anglo-Saxon 
amg To-day. By JouHN NEwrTon. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 
rice 1s. 





CORRESPONDENCE, 


ESTATE DUTY ON LAND SOLD BY TRUSTEES UNDER A 
POWER OF SALE. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I shall be glad if you will insert the accompanying letter in 
an early issue of your paper. E. W. WILLIAMSON, Secretary. 
Incorporated Law Society, U.K., Chancery Lane, London, W.C., 
Nov. 23, 1899, 


The following is the letter referred to :— 

Inland Revenue, Somerset House, London, W.C., 
21st November, 1899. 

Sir,—In referénce to the subject-matter under discussion with the 
deputation from your society which attended before the chairman on the 
17th instant, I am instructed by the commissioners to say that in a case 
where a purchase of real estate from trustees acting under a trust or 

wer of sale has been completed on the faith of an assurance from this 

epartment that the charge of estate duty followed th® purchase-money, 
there is no intention of receding from the position which was then 
taken up. 

The correct view which now prevails, that the charge of duty does 
not shift, is not to be taken as retrospective, or as cancelling any assur- 
ance previously given in a contrary sense. 

The board understand that this will satisfy the object with which the 
society desired that the deputation should be received.—I am, sir, your 
obedient servant, A. Aymaup, Assistant Secretary. 

E. W. Williamson, Esq. 
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THE ASSENT UNDER THE LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. | 


Sir,—Referring to the recent case of Re Pawley and The London and 

Provincial Bank (ante, p. 25), deciding that the concurrence of all the 
executors (who do not renounce) on a sale of real estate is necessary, 
and to your remarks thereon in your issue of the 18th inst., and also 
to your article and the interesting letter of “J. M.& 8.” on the 
subject of ‘‘ Assents”” in your issue of the 17th of December, 1898. 
I should like to ask whether the principle of the above decision 
really applies to ‘‘ assents”’ as well as to sales? As you point out, the 
concurrence of all the personal Bogen in a sale or transfer is 
required under section 2 (2) of the Act, but is an ‘‘assent” a 
‘‘transfer’’ within the meaning of the Act? I observe that in No. 
130 of the 1898 Rules “‘ assent” and ‘‘ transfer” are clearly used to 
express different instruments. 
’ In considering this from the point of view of stamp duty, you state 
in your article (the 17th of December, 1898) that the correct view 
appears to be that the ‘‘ transfer ” is effected by act of law upon the 
giving of the assent. 

If, however, ‘‘ assent ” in the Act is analogous to “‘ transfer,” then 
I suppose there can be little doubt that the same rule as to con- 
currence would apply to both. Section 3 (2) provides for the case of 
failure to convey upon request, but not for failing to “ assent,” and 
altogether there seems something to be said for the view that 
assents are not quite on the same footing as conveyances or 
transfers, although probably, on the whole construction of Part I. 
of the Act, it would be difficult to hold that there is any difference in 
respect of concurrence. I should, however, like to hear more on the 
point, which is worth considering, because, if an assent is not a 
transfer, the concurrence of all the personal representatives in an 
assent need not necessarily be obtained. 

So far from being convenient—as it often is in regard to personal 
estate—to reserve power to prove, it may even be prejudicial to 
speedy and economical administration to do so where there is 
real estate, for, if the concurrence of all the executors in an assent 
be necessary, application will at some time have to be made to the 
non-proving executor to assent to a devise in the most simple case 
(but of the circumstances of which he knows nothing), or else to 
renounce or disclaim, or come in and prove, and it is obvious his con- 
currence had far better have been secured at first by his joining in 
the original grant of probate. 

If an assent could be distinguished so as not to be governed by the 
decision in the above case, I think it would be for the gen con- 
venience, but can this be succesfully done ? F, G. L. 

Framlingham, Nov. 22, 1899. 


[See observations under ‘“‘ Current Topics.’”—Eb. S..J.] 





FIXED COSTS ON SUBSTITUTED SERVICE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—In the article in last week’s Soxicrrors’ JOURNAL on “ Fixed 
Costs on Substituted Service” it appears to be assumed that 
substituted service is unknown in the county court, and that conse- 
quently there cannot in strictness be any allowance for such service 
in the High Court where the claim does not exceed £50. 

I venture to draw your attention to section 86, sub-section 5, of 
the County Courts Act, 1888, and ord. 51, r. 6, of the 
Rules. Also to item 17 in the scale of costs, under which 
a charge of £1 can be allowed for substituted service in cases where 
the subject-matter or sum recovered exceeds £20 but does not exceed 
£50. is is, no doubt, the justification for the tixed sum allowed 
in the High Court in such cases, though it ought not to apply to 
claims exceeding £50 or those within the proviso to section 116 of 
the County Courts Act. 

Nov. 28, A County Court AND District REGISTRAR. 


Sir,—In your article in last week’s number on this subject you say 
that ‘if the High Court did the same” (that is, serve its own process 
as the county court does—or, I may add, is supposed to do) ‘it 
would speedily find out that the elaborate efforts to serve which it 
sternly imposes on solicitors, and which are quite unknown in county 
court proceedings, were erg pel 

Permit me to point out that orders for substituted service are made 
in the county court in the case of default summonses, and the 
imposed on solicitors is the same as in the High Court, and the costs 
allowed to solicitors are 10s, in actions for from £10 to £20; 20s. in 
actions for from £20 to £50; and 25s, in actions above £50. The 
allowance includes the fees for swearing and filing the affidavit, but 
no fee is payable on the order. 


A note is made on the order, as a matter of course, of the additional | 


costs to be paid by the defendant, and also in the books, so that when 





the judgment is entered up those additional costs are added—also as 
a matter of course. H. G. D. 
Nov. 28. 
[Both our correspondents will see from the observations in ‘‘ Current 
Topics” that they have misapprehended our article.-—Eb., S.J.] 





REGISTRATION OF TITLE TO LAND. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—-It is stated in the public press that the authorities are about 
seeking power to acquire land in Serle-street for the building of 
larger offices for the purposes of registration of title to land. 

this registration is only experimental, would it not be better to 
save the country the great and possibly unnecessary expense of a huge 
erection to hcuse a number of underworked clerks? At the present 
time the offices of the Land Registry nominally open at 10 and close 
at 4, but some of the officials do not reach the offices until 11, and if, 
as one may fairly assume, an hour is taken for lunch, there remains 
the magnificent period of four hours each day on five days in the 
| and two or tbree hours on Saturdays during which work is 

one. 

The present remedy is not larger space and more clerks, but lon 
hours for the present staff. Each man at the Land Registry and in 
the other law offices should work from 10 to 5. The present loss to 
taxpayers, waste of time, and shortness of hours is nothing less than 
a scandal. 

As the Globe remarked on Tuesday, this proposed expenditure on 
building makes the expense more doubtful than ever. 

Harvey CuirtTon. 


4, New-court, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C., Nov. 29. 


THE LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—Will you allow me to revert to my letter, which you were 
good enough to insert in your last issue ? 

In your note you ask if the proposed enfranchisement is not a 
“« conveyance on sale” by the lord to his tenant or his nominee. I 
agree that the enfranchisement is a ‘‘ conveyance on sale’ within the 
Act, but this answer does not conclude the point I raised. 

Under section 20 it is clear that A. (the purchaser) cannot acquire 
the legal estate ualess he registers, but in the case I put A.’s legal 
estate is not in question. B. (the mort; ) takes the | yer 
under the enfranchisement in his character of mortgagee. He could 
not be registered as ‘‘ proprietor of the land,” and the last sentence 
of the section appears to me to apply only to a n who can be 
registered as such proprietor, but neglects to « so registered. 
(Probably B. will have to be admitted before the enfranchisement is 
made. 

Sieglarly, it would appear that a conveyance on sale of an equity 
of redemption requires no registration under this Act. It would 
not be required to give the purchaser the legal estate, which 
remains in the mortgagee until he is paid off, and when that 
happens a release by the mo to the purchaser will not be 
a ‘conveyance on sale,” and will not require registration. 

Nov. 29, 1899. x. ¥. &. 

[ We propose to consider the point hereafter.—Eb. S../.) 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
FARLOW v. STEVENSON. No.2. 27th Nov. 


Lanpitorp anp Tenant—Lasser’s Covenant to Pay att Taxss, Rats, 
Durims, &c.—Dratvacs Exrensss—Marnorouts Manacrwent Act, 1855 
(18 & 19 Vier. c. 120), s. 85 —Merrorotis Manacewant Awenpuent Acr, 


1862 (25 & 26 Vier. c. 102) s. 64. 


This was an ap against a decision of B. 
tenant to the plaintiffs. The lease contain 
rent should be paid clear of all deductions except property tax, and also a 
covenant by the tenant ‘‘ to pay and discharge es, rates, duties, and 
assessments whatsoever, which now are or hereafter may become payable 
for or in respect of the said premises or any _ thereof, whether 
Parliamentary, parochial, or otherwise (except landlord's property tax).”” 
Tu 1897 the vestry served on the ses a notice under section 85 of the 
Metropolis Management Act, 1855, requiring the owners to make certain 
structural alterations in the system of drainage. Byrne, J., had held that 
the defendant was liable to the cost of these alterations, = 

Tux Covnr (Lixviey, M.R., Jnenx, P., and Rowers, LJ.) dismissed the 


appeal, 
, M.R., said he could not imagine wider ruage than that 
of the covenant in the present case. The words were not the same as those 


e, J. The defendant was 
a clause specifying that the 
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which occurred in some of the decided cases, or in some of the older forms. | 
The words were ‘‘ payable in respect of the premises.”” The power of the 
vestry to require drains to be putin order by the owner or occupier of 
premises, and to do it themselves if it was not done and recover the 
expense from the owner or occupier of the premises, was conferred by 
section 85 of the Metropolis Management Act, 1855, as modified by section 
64 of the Metropolis Management Act, 1862. The present case was not 
governed by Tidswell v. Whitworth (L. R. 2 0. P. 326). The language of 
the covenant was much wider than it was there. The decision of Byrne, J., 
was quite right. 

JEUNE, P., concurred. 

Romer, L.J., said the numerous cases were not easy to reconcile. He 
thought that this covenant was general and applied to taxes, &c., whether 
payable by the landlord or the tenant, and that the word ‘‘ duties’ covered 
the sum payable in the present case.—CounseL, Edgar Foa; Levett, Q.C, 
and Gatey. Soxicrrors, Farlow § Fuller ; Rundle § Hobrow. 

[Reported by Pavt Srrickianp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re NATIONAL STORES (LIM.) No. 2. 29th Nov. 


Company—Winpinc tp—Pvpiic ExaMINATION or Promoters AND Drrec- 
tors—Sctmmons TO DiscHarceE THE Orper—Time—Takrne Part IN 
ExaminaTion—Companies (Wrinpine-vp) Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vicr. 
c. 63), s. 8. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Wright, J. (reported ante, p. 27). 
On the 8th of May, 1899, the official receiver obtained an ex parte order for 
the public examination of Mr. F. G. Willett and others. Willett received 
notice of the order on the 17th. Some of the persons named were examived 
on the 13th of June, when counsel for Willett attended and cross-examined 
on his behalf. The rest of the examination was adjourned. On the 26th 
of July Willett took out a summons to discharge the order for the public 
examination of himself, on the ground that he had not taken part in the 
promotion of the company. A preliminary objection was taken : (1) That 
the summons ought to have been taken out within ‘fourteen days of the 
notice of the order; (2) that having appeared by counsel at the examina- 
tion, the applicant had debarred himself from the right to have the order 
discharged. Wright, J., allowed the preliminary objection, and dismissed 
the summons. The applicant appealed. 

Tue Covet (Lrypizy, M.R., Jevnz, P., and Romer, L.J.) dismissed 
the appeal on the ground that an application to discharge such an order 
must be made within a reasonable time, and that no explanation of the 
delay having been given, the court would not encourage such a depar- 
ture from the ordinary practice of the Chancery Division as to moving 
to discharge an order made by a judge in chambere.—CovnseL, Muir 
Mackenzie; Ingle Joyce. Soxicrrors, 8. A. Clench & Co. ; Solicitors to the 
Board of Trade. 

[Reported by J. I. Srieirxe, Barrister-at-Law.] 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL +. CLARKSON. No.2. 22nd and 23rd Nov. 


Istanp Revence—Serriement Estate Dcty—Contimcent SetrieMENtT— 
Frvance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 30), ss. 5 (1) (a), 22 (1) (x) ()— 
Serrtep Lanp Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 38), s. 2 (1) (4)—Frnance 
Act, 1898 (61 & 62 Vicr. c. 10), s. 14. 


This was an appeal from a decision of a Divisional Court (Wills and 
Bruce, JJ.), and raised the question whether upon the construction of 
section 5 of the Finance Act, 1894, property contivgently settled by a 
will or other instrument is liable to ‘“‘ settlement estate duty.”” A testator 
who died in 1895 bequeathed £30,000 to each of three of his sons, ‘‘ to be 
paid to them respectively if and when they respectively shall attain the age 
of twenty-five years,’ with interest in the meantime. [In case either of 
the sons should die under twenty-five leaving issue his legacy was to go 
to his children, but if there was no issue then his legacy was to fall into 
residue. The residue was given in trust for such of seven other 
children of the testator, four of whom were daughters and three 
sons, “as being male attain the age of twenty-five years or being 
female attain that age or marry in equal shares as tenants in common.” 
The share of any daughter was to be held by the trustees upon trusts for 
the benefit of the daughter, her husband and children. If any daughter 
died in the testator’s lifetime leaving issue living at his death, the ehare 
thereinbefore directed to be held on trust for her and her issue, and the 
income thereof, was to be held uponthe same trusts as if she had died 
immediately after the testator. If any of the three sons should die in the 
testator’s lifetime leaving a child or children living at the testator’s death, 
the share thereinbefore bequeathed in trust for him, and the income 
thereof, should be held in trust for his children or child who being sons or 
& son should attain twenty-one years or being daughters or a daughter 
should attain that age or marry under that age, and if there should be no 
such child should go by way of addition to the share or ehares of the others 
or other of the testator’s children. Two of the three first-mentioned sons 
attained twenty-five before the testator’s death; and the third attained 
twenty-five about two years afterwards, in August, 1897. One of the 
other seven children died under twenty-five in the testator’s lifetime. 
The other six were all living at the testator’s death, and were all unmarried 
and under twenty-five. One daughter had since married, but they were 
all still under twenty-five. By the Finance Act, 1895, s. 5 (1), where 
property in respect of which estate duty is leviable is settled by the will 
of the or, having been settled by some other disposition, passes 
under that ay ony on the death of the deceased to some person not 
—— to dispore of the property—(a) a further extate duty (called 

estate duty) shall be levied at the rate hereinafter specified, 
except where the only lite interest in the a mon te 52 the death of the 
is that of a wife or husband of the ”’ By section 22 (1) 





deen 
“ (A) The expression ‘settled property’ means property comprised in a settle- 


ment. (i) The expression ‘settlement’ means any instrument, whether 
relating to real property or personal property, which is a settlement 
within the meaning of section 2 of the Settled Land Act, 1882, 
or if it related to real property would be a settlement within the 
meaning of that section. By the Finance Act, 1898, s. 14, ‘‘ Where in the 
case of a death occurring after the commencement of this Act, settlement 
estate duty is — in respect of any property contingently settled, and it 
is thereafter shewn that the contingency has not arisen and cannot arise, 
the said duty paid in respect of such property shall be repaid.” The 
Commicsioners of Inland Revenue claimed the payment of settlement 
estate duty on the whole of the residue of the testator’s estate, including 
the £30,000 contingently settled on the son who attained twenty-five in 
August, 1897. The Divisional Court, following the decision in Attorney- 
General v. Fairley (45 W. R. 589; 1897, 1 Q. B. 698), held that settlement 
estate duty was payable. The trustees of the will appealed. 

— Court (Linpizy, M.R., Jeunz, P., and Romer, L.J.) dismissed the 

appeal. 
Linpiey, M.R.—The only question is whether the property in respect of 
which estate duty is levied is settled by the testator’s will. If it is, then 
by section 5, sub-section 1 (a), a further estate duty, called settlement 
estate duty, is payable on the principal value of the property settled. Now, 
looking at the will, I cannot say that in the ordinary language of con- 
veyancers this property is not settled by the will. But then it is argued 
that we must look and see if it is settled on persons by way of succession, 
and that is got by turning to section 22 of the Finance Act, and section 2, 
sub-sections 1 and 4, of the Settled Land Act, 1882. Having listened to 
that argument I admit that it raises a nice question, whether the property 
can be regarded as settled on persons by way of succession. A Divisional 
Court has decided in Attorney-General v. Fairley that estate duty is payable 
in such a case as the present, and we are asked to overrule that decision. 
I am not convinced that the appellants have not made out a case which 
would induce us to overrule it, 1f it were not for the subsequent Act of 
Parliament. But we have the Act of 1898, which appears to me 
to recognize the construction put on the Act of 1894 in The 
Attorney-General v. Fairley. Section 14 of the Act of 1898 says in effect 
that settlement estate duty must be paid whether the contingency has 
arrived or not, and if it becomes impossible for the contingency to arrive, 
then the settlement estate duty is to be paid. It appears to me that this 
is a parliamentary adoption of the construction put by the courts 
on section 5 of the former Act The Legislature found that that 
construction might work oppressively, so they provided that for the 
future if the contingency did not happen the duty should be repaid. This 
appears to me to rettle the doubt which the appellants have succeeded in 
raising, but I do not say that I might not have arrived at the same 
conclusion independently of the Act of 1898. 

Jzung, P., and Romer, L.J., concurred.—CovunseL, Haldane, Q.C., and 
Danckwerts ; Sir R. B. Finlay, 8.G., and Vaughan Hawkins. Soutcrroxs, 
Caprons, Hutchins, § Brabant ; The Solicitor of Inland Revenue. 

[Reported by J. I. Srinuina, Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re WOLVERHAMPTON DISTRICT BREWERY (LIM.). 
WOLVERHAMPTON DISTRICT BREWERY (LIM.). 
21st Nov. 


Practick —DEBENTURE-HOLDER’s ACTION—GENERAL Form or JUDGMENT. 


In this case, which was a debenture-holder’s action to enforce their 
security, 

Kexewicn, J., in the course of this case, stated that frequently much 
time was wasted and inconvenience caused in actions of this description by 
the necessity of considering the form of minutes as settled by counsel, and 
remarked that to obviate such inconvenience a general form had been settled 
by North, J., and himself. The form referred to by his lordship is as follows: 
General Form of Judgment.—Declare that the plaintiff and all other the 
holders of mortgage debentures of the defendant company of the same 
issue as the plaintiff’s debentures are entitled to acharge upon—[Note, the 
property charged by the order is taken from the language of the debenture 
which is produced to the registrar|—for securing the repayment of the 
ae moneys and interest in the debentures mentioned. Let the 

ollowing accounts and inquiries be taken and made: (1) An account of 
what is due to the plaintiff and the other holders of mortgage debentures 
issued by the defendant company under and by virtue of such debentures. 
[If more than one series of debentures has been issued, add, distinguishing 
the holders of the first mortgage debentures and the second mortgage 
debentures in the statement of claim referred to.] (2) An inquiry 
of what the property comprised in and charged by the said 
mortgage debentures consists and in whom the same is vested. 
(3) An inquiry what other incumbrances affect the property comprised in 
or char; od by the said debentures or any and what pagts thereof and in 
whom the same are vested. (4) An account of what is due to such other 
incumbrancers respectively. (5) An inquiry what are the priorities of such 
other incumbrances and the said debentures respectively, and what property 
other than that comprised in the said debentures is comprised in such other 
incumbrances. (6) An inquiry whether there are any, and if any what, 
debts of the company which have priority over the claims of the deben- 
ture-holders, under the Preferential Payments in Bankruptcy Amendment 
Act, 1897. (Note.—This inquiry is inserted when the debentures constitute 
4 floating charge (see section 3 of the Act).] —s further considera- 
tion in chambers. Liberty to apply.—Oounsut, H. Hurrell. Soxicrrons, 
Hurrell, Christopher, & Co., for Hunt & Skidmore, Wolverhampton. 

[Reported by UO. C, Huxsiuy, Barrister-at-Law,. | 
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High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 


THE OAKVILLE STEAMSHIP CO. ». HOLMES. Bigham, J. 23rd Nov. 


QHARTER-PARTY—ADVANCE Monzy ror Sure’s DIsBuRSEMENTS TO BE 
TREATED AS ADVANCE ON FreicutT—Suip To BE LoapED or UNLOADED 
at Rate or 200 Tons per Worxrne Day or 24 Hovurs—Dgspatcu 
Monry—DeEmvuRRAGE. 


Action brought in Commercial Court to recover £216 alleged to be due 
to the plaintiffs from the defendant in respect of nine days’ demurrage of 
their ship Oakville. The charter-party was for the carriage of a cargo of 
1,900 tons of iron ore from Cartagena, in Spain, to Maryport. The contract 
provided that the charterer should advance money for et disbursements 
at port of loading, the amount to be indorsed on the bills of lading and 
to be treated as an advance on freight. The charterer was to be credited 
with 3 per cent. on the amount of the advance to cover his commission, 
interest andinsurance. The cargo was to be loaded at the rate of 200 tons 
per working day of 24 hours, and to be discharged at the same 
rate. The important provision in the charter-party was as follows: 
“The charterers have the option of averaging days for ae 
and dischar, in order to avoid demurrage . . . despa 
money at the rate of 10s. per hour shall be paid for any time saved in 
loading or discharging, to be settled in loading and discharging ports 
respectively.”” Demurrage was to be at the rate of £24 per day of 24 
hours. The vessel was loaded much more rapidly than at the rate of 
200 tons per working day, and the charterers claimed despatch money. 
An account was made out at Cartagena shewing the amount so claimed 
and also the amount of the ship’s disbursements; and in this account there 
was a charge against the ship of 3 per cent. on the total sum. The ship’s 
captain signed the account, but with the following note: ‘‘ Loading charge 
and despatch money to be finally adjusted on quantity discharged at 
Maryport.’’ The bill of lading was then indorsed as follows: ‘‘ Received 
on account of freight the sum of £257 7s. 3d., interest and insurance in- 
cluded.’’ The ship reached Maryport, and the discharge was so slow that 
the lay-days were exceeded by nine days, and the plaintiffs claimed 
demurrage. The defendant to their claim contended that he might 
forego the despatch money which he claimed and which was allowed him at 
Cartagena, and average the loading and discharging days under his option 
inthe charter-party. This would be greatly to his advantage, as despatch 
money was credited to him at only £12 a day, whereas the demurrage was 
debited to him at £24 a day. 

Bicuam, J., held that as the parties had treated the despatch money at 
Cartagena as already settled in account by treating it as a payment by the 
defendant on account of freight, all questions as to how the time saved at 
Cartagena was to be treated must be considered closed when the vessel 
sailed from that port, and therefore the plaintiffs were entitled to claim 
demurrage in full for the delay at Maryport. Judgment for the plain- 
tiffs for the £216 and costs.—Covunsrt, J. A. Hamilton ; Robson, Q.C , and 
Serutton. Soxicrrors, Downing, Bolam, § Co., for Downing § Handeock, 
Cardiff ; Wood § Wootton, for Collin § Turney, Maryport. 

| Reported by Ensxine Rep, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re FORD. Ex parte THE OFFICIAL RECEIVER v. CRAWLEY & CO. 
Wright and Channell, JJ. 27th Nov. 


Bankruptcy —Execution—Comp.etion BY SgizurE AND SaLe—Banx- 
nuptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 45—Bankruptey Act, 1890 
(58 & 54 Vicr. c. 71), s. 11. 


This was an _ = by the official receiver from a decision of the county 

court judge at Birmingham. The respondents Orawley, Parsons, & Co. 
were creditors of the bankrupt, and prior to the bankruptcy they had 
obtained judgment against the bankrupt and put the sheriff in 
possession of his goods. The bankrupt thereupon paid them £40 on 
account of his debt and they withdrew the sheriff, but it was agreed 
between the parties that the sheriff should be at liberty to re-enter 
if the remainder of the debt were not paid by certain instalments 
agreed upon. Before any instalment became payable, a receiving order 
was made against the bankrupt upon his own petition. The official 
receiver, who was appointed trustee in the bankruptcy, claimed the £40 
paid by the bankrupt to the respondents for the benefit of the general body 
of creditors, and moved in the county court of Birmingham for an order to 
that effect. The county court judge decided in favour of the respondents, 
and against that decision the official receiver appealed. 

Tus Court (Wricut and Cuannext, JJ.) allowed the appeal, and ordered 
the respondents to pay the £40 to the official receiver. They held that 
the case was governed entirely by section 45 of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1883, which runs as follows: ‘‘(1) Where a creditor has issued execu- 
tion against the goods or lands of a debtor he shall not 
be entitled to retain the benefit of the execution . . . nst the 
trustee in bankruptcy of the debtor, unless he has completed the 
execution before the date of the receiving order. . - (2) For the 
purposes of this Act an execution against goods is completed by seizure 
and sale,’’ In the present case there had been no sale, not even of part 
of the goods, for the £40 paid had not been allocated to any particular 
goods, therefore there had been in no sense a completion of the execution, 
and the creditor could not retain the money he had obtained thereby, but 
must pay it over to the official receiver for the benefit of the general 
body of creditors.—Counser, Muir Mackensie ; Edward Cave, Soxicrrors, 
The Solicitor to the Board of Trade ; Milward § Co. 


[Reported by P. M, Faancxn, Barrister-at-Law, ) 


NEW ORDERS, &c. 
TRANSFER OF ACTIONS. 
Orpver or Court. 


Monday, the 20th day of November, 1899. 
I, Hardinge Stanley, Earl of Halsbury, Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain, do hereby order that the action mentioned in the Schedule hereto 
shall be transferred to the Honourable Mr. Justice Wright. 


SCHEDULE. 


Mr. Justice Byrnz (1899—S.—No. 2,498). 
In re Scott’s American Exchange Limited. Claude Arthur Carey Asker v 
Scott’s American Exchange Limited. Hatsnvury, C. 


Orper or Covrr. 


Thureday, the 23rd day of November, 1899. 
I, Hardinge Stanley, Earl of Halsbury, Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britam, do hereby order that the action mentioned in the Schedule hereto 
shall be transferred to the Honourable Mr. Justice Wnght. 


SCHEDULE. 
Mr. Justice Kexewicn (1899—E.— No. 835). 
The Electric Construction Company Limited v The Madras Electric Tram- 
ways Company Limited. Hatssvry, C. 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
UNITED LAW SOCIETY. 


On the 27th of November (Mr. W. 8. Sherrington being in the chair) 
Mr. Neville Tebbutt moved: ‘‘ That the decision of the Court of Appeal 
in Jordeson v. Sutton, §c., Gas Co. (1899, 2 Ch. 217) was wrong.” 
Mr. C. W. Williams opposed, and the debate was continued by Messrs. 
Galbraith, Davey, Matthew, Hubbard, Nesbitt, and Richardson. The 
motion was lost. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Finat ExAMInatIon. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Fnal Examination held on the 6th and 7th of November, 


1899 : 
Adam, Ernest Addington Davis, Richard John 
Anstey, Alfred, B.A. (Camb.) d’Orellana, Cecil 
Arnold, William Dixon, Michael Cory, B.A. (Lond.) 
Arundel, John Drinkwater, George William 
Atkey, Sidney Charles, B.A. (Camb.) Ducker, James Ernest Townshend 
Atter, Charles Easterbrook, Samuel Herbert 
Baker, William Henry, B.A (Oxon.) Easton, Harold _ 
Barnes, Charles Eric Futwistle, Frederick 
Barnes, Robert Howarth Finch, William Gerard 
tarron, Walter Edwin Firth, Henry , 
Bartlett, Howard John Fitton, Walter Stanley 
Beale, Walter Herbert, B.A. (Oxon.) Fletcher, John Robert 
Blunt, Leslie Flint, Abraham Reginald 
Bonsall, Arthur Edward Fordham, Alfred 
touchier, George Gershom Forward, William Graham 
Bradley, William Henry Fountaine, Arthur Clifford 
Brandreth, Benjamin € 
Bray, Edward Hugb, B.A. (Camb.) Freeman, Harry Scott 
Brenan, Herbert Eustace, B.A. Freeman, Jobn Arthur 

(Camb. ) Gardner, Cuthbert Alured — 
Brennand, William Arthur Bedford Gibson, John Emest, B.A. (Camb.) 
i Gregory, James Langdale 


Briggs, Ed Frederick Griffiths, John 
Brown, Charles Anthony, B A. Guoning, Samuel Cosh 
(Camb.) Hardwick, Arthur 


Biown, Charles Ernest Ivor Harradine, Robert 
Bunting, Sidney Percival, B.A. Hart, Edward FiteGerald 
(Oxon ) Hartley, 


Burchell, Alfred William Hawes, Ernest William 
Burley, Percy Clement Haynes, Stanhope Henry Shekell, 
Chowne, Cecil Tilson B.A. (Oxon) 


Clarke, Leonard Hewitt, Edwin Williamson ; 
Clarke, Lionel William, B.A. (Camb.) Hobbs, Ernest William, M.A. (Edin- 
Clegg, John Bright burgh) 

Clulow, Thomas Walter Holland, William 

Coales, James Henry Howland, Thomas Walter, B.A, 
Cohen, Charles Arthur LL.B. (Camb.) , 

Colloutt, Sydney Joseph Howse, Thomas Frederick, B.A, 
Cook, George Edward Herlkrt, B.A. (Camb ) 


(Gamb.) Hutchinson, Stanley 
Cook, John Hyde, Noéi Garmston 
Cope, Edward Lidbrook Jennings, Percy 
Cornish-Bowden, Peter Churchill J Louis og @ 
Crofton, John Ffolliott Jones, Harry Charles Davenport 
Cunningham, Francis Burdett Jones, Morris Roberts 








Davidson, William Augustus George Jones, Thomas Cecil, LL.B. (Camb) 
Davies, George Aguilar Ewart 


Jukes, Ewart D’ 
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76 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, Dec. 2, 1899. 

Kay, Edmund Percy Robinson, Herbert James Gotelee, Harry Scotchmer Pearson, George Colvin 
Knowles, George Robotham, Alpheus Ralph Green, Robert Wallington Hale Pennefather, William John Somerset, 
Knowles, Hugh Oharles, B.A. Ruddle, Simeon Skeate Greenwood, Arthur Fortescue B.A. (Dublin) 

(Oxon.) Russell, Thomas George Griffiths, John Gifford Percival, William Howes 
Lamb, Eric Charles Edward Salmon, Claud Garrett Gubbay, Simon Marcus Simon Piesse, Stanley 
Langham, Edward Hennah Sandbach, Edward Lister, B.C.L., | Harden, William George Piper, Arthur 
Lea, Ernest Walter M.A. (Oxo nm.) Harris, Bishton Gordon Pitt, William Alfred 
Lewis, John Jones Saville, Frederick Stanley, LL.B. | Harrison, Ernest Charlton Phillips, Henry John 
Locker, George Pearsall (Lond.) Harvey, Alan Fox Plaskitt, Francis Joseph, B.A.(Oxon.) 
Lonsdale, Edward Scard, Herbert Cowper Harvey, John Stanley Price, Edmond Long 
Lousada, Julian George, B.A. Seymour, Gerald Ommanney Haslett, Sidney Quayle, Arthur 

(Oxon.) Sharpley, Edward Burgess Hemsley, Alexander Guy Quinn, John 


McGowen, Edgar 
MeMillin, William John 
Marshall, William Leslie 
Mason, John Richard 


Maunsell, Frederick Baker Laing 


Menzies, Louis Edward 
Millward, Thomas 
Morgan, Reginald William 
Morgan, Richard 

Morgan, Thomas Aaron 
Morris, William Francis 
Nash, Herbert Warren 


Sherrard, Stanley Cecil 

Shuter, Arthur Elliot, M.A. (Camb.) 

Slater, Gilbert 

Smith, Charles Aubrey 

Smith, Robert Buchanan, B.A. 
(Camb.) 

Smith, Wilfred 

Spearing, Cecil Young, B.A. (Camb.) 

Stevens, Courtenay 

Stimson, Harold George 

Stroud, Douglas Aikenhead, LL.B. 
(Lond.) 

Swinson, Walter Wilberforce Ryder, 


Nisbet, Alfred 
Nuseey, George Leathley, B.A. B.A. (Oxon.) 
Camb.) Tassell, Guy 
Page, Harold Ethelbert Thomas, Bernard 
Parry, Bernard Thomas, George Ernest 


Pearlman, Benno 
Penoyre, Ralph Penoyre 
Stallard 


Phillipps, John Clement 
Pollock, Robert, B.A. (Camb. 
Powell, James Henry Richard 


Baker 


) 


Thomson, Mark John 
Tyler, Francis Joseph 
Veneer, Edward Cawkill 
Walton, Charles Francis 
Watson, Douglas Statham 
Watson, Wallace Aldridge 


Prichard, James Hugh, B.A. Waugh, Algernon 
(Camb. i‘ Webster, Baron Dickinson 
Randall, Henry John Wells, Bernard Norman 
Regnart, Horace Griffith, B.A. Western, Alfred Edward, M.A. 
(Camb.) (Camb.) 
Reid, Edward Monteith Westley, Herbert George, B.A. 
Rice, George Charles Dudley, B.A. LLB. (Camb.) 


(Camb. 
Richards, Henry Vivian, 
(Camb.) 


B.A. 


Williams, Alured Humphrey 
Woodcock, William, B.A., LL.B. 
(Camb.) 


Herd, Charles Chive 

Hills, Alfred, B.A. (Camb.) 
Hollingworth, Dennis 
Hopkins, John Alexander 


Howar 
Howell, ‘William Mervyn 
Hoyle, Ha 


Humphreys, Philip Noél 
Hutchins, Frederick 


(Camb.) 


Jackaman, William Rowland 

James, Edwin Valentine 

Jefferies, John William 

Jeffes, George Ernest 

Jones, Thomas 

Jubb, Joseph 

Lamb, Robert 

Lane, Alfred Lionel 

Langdon, William Herbert 

Lee, James Edmund 

Leigh, Henry Richmond 

Le Marchant, 
B.A. (Oxon.) 

Levick, Christopher 

Loveday, Henry Dodington 

Lovell, Edward Wycherley 

Lowndes, Ernest Alfred 


(Oxon. 


Hoskin, = ped Lory, B.A. (Lond.) 


ITy 
Hubbard, Robert Valentine Fortescue 


Tlingworth, Francis Holden, B.A. 


Jackaman, Henry Simon Batley 


William Gaspard, 


Macdonald, Alexander Herbert, B.A. 


Reed, Ethelbert Wreford 
Rendell, John 

Ritchie, John Basil 

Roberts, Henry Howes 

Roberts, John Hamlet Shelton 
Robertson, Norman Cairns 
Robinson, Frederick Saville 
Roscoe, Edward Gawne, B.A. (Oxon.) 
Russell, Alfred 

Russell, Henry Hartley 

Sampson, John Ratcliffe 
Sampson, Percy Vernon Montagu 
Schofield, James 


Scotney, Reginald Norman, B.A. 


(Oxon.) 
Shaw, James 
Sheild, John Gilson 
Skemp, Thomas William Widlake 
Smith, Hugh Périnet 


Smith, Thomas Alfred Howes, B.A. 


(Camb.) 


Spanton, John Woodfield 
Speight, David Ewart 
Staniland, Meaburn 
Steele, 


Hugh Rutherford Clunny 
Biden 


Sumpter, Herbert James Cecil 
Taylor, Howard 

Taylor, Thomas Fielien 

Temple, Anthony 

Tindall, Gilbert John, B.A. (Oxon.) 
Thompson, Walter Anderton 

Vakil, Nadirsha Bamanji 





Rigby, William Woolf, Benjamin Arthur 
Robinson, Arthur Mackenzie, B.A., Wright, Hubert 
LL.B. (Camb.) 


INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
— at the Intermediate Examination held on the 8th of November, 
99 : 


Abell, Richard Hughes 
Adams, Appelbe Chisholm 


Clark, Arthur Frank 
Clark, William 


Agassiz, Edward Lewis Cleland, Walter Henderson 
Appleton, Charles Egerton Cochrane, Alfred Cholmley, BA. 
Ashcroft, Peter (Camb.) 


Asquith, Thomas Herbert 
Austin, Roger Lorimer 
Baily, John Arthur Stephen 
Baker, Hugh Morant 


Conolly, Alfred 

Cooke, John Kemp 

Crane, Albert Charles 
Crawford, Harold Atkinson 


Baker, Spencer Crawshaw, Aubrey Aitken 
Banks, William Henry Crosey, Ernest James 
Baxter, John Alderley Cross, James Hunsdon 
Beale, Edmund Phipson Crowther, Godfrey Deveril 
Berry, Sidney James Cruickshank, Robert Barnard, B.A. 
Bird, Ernest William (Oxon. ) 
Bishop, Hugh Siddons Crump, Alfred 
Bishor’ John Walton Daniel, Walter John 
, Charles Frederick Sapte Davey, George William 

Bonnett, John Davies, Thomas John Pryce 
Boulton, Arthur Ernest Essington Deacon, Arthur Edward Cole 
Boustred, Henry Dent, James Bannister 
Lrandt, Herbert Edward, B.A. Dickinson, William 

(Oxon.) Dodworth, George Newbould 
Bretherton, Francis Hawkins Dominy, John Colin 
Brooke, Dowley, Arthur Edward 


, Edgar 
Brookhouse, Jobn Charles 
Broom, Allen George 
Broome, G 
Brown, Edgar James 


Drury, Jobn Thorn 
Duckworth, Percival Suthers 
Emmet, Ernest Arnold 
Feeney, Leo Burton 


Brown, Theophilus Edward Firth, Wilfred 
Brunner, George Kenelm Fisher, George Sealey 
Burmester, Hu Laurence Foster, Gerald Harman, B.A. 
Burroughs, Ayliffe St. John (Oxon.) 
Butler, Beauchamp Furness, Robert Howard 
Carr, Alban Leo Joveph Gaunt, Maurice 
Ceve, Stephen Aylwin Gill, Stanley Gerald 
cElagh Frederick Sidney Gieaield, Jot William 
Clabb urn, W: e 


Vellacott, John Lewis Hole 
Vinall, Geoffrey 
Waddington, Ernest 

Wale, James Henry 
Walters, Walter Morgan 
Walton, Edwin Reginald 
Warne, Frank George 
Watson, George Herbert 
Westover, Herbert Philip 
Whitaker, Alfred Kidd 


Mack, James 

Mackenzie, Henry Lascelles 

Maddison, William Granville 

Maples, Kenneth James ; 

Marshall, Charles Bennett 

Martin, Walter 

Mathew, Vincent Arthur 

Mawby, Edwin George 

Mellows, Frank William 

Mirams, George Nettleton 

Moore, Leonard William Wigley, Joshua 

Morgan, Richard Thomas Wilkinson, Alfred Hughes 

Nance, Ernest Morton, M.A. (Lond.) Wilkinson, Lancelot 

Needham, Thomas Ashby, B.A. Williams, Owain Lloyd Joseph 
(Lond.) Wilson, Ernest 

Newton, Hubert White Wilson, Stanley 

Newton, Lancelot Wiltshire, Alfred 

Nicholson, Robert Norman Windeatt, George Edgcombe 

North, Peregrine Wright, Douglas Frederick Collier, 

Parker, Robert Tottenham B.A. (Oxon.) 

Parker, Wilkinson Wright, Edwin Ernest Stanley 

Parry, James Leonard Saunders Wright, Harold Kentish 

Partington, Adam Wyatt, Harold William Bertie 

Patteson, Frank Yeo, Reginald Henry, B.A. (Camb.) 





LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


We regret to hear of the death of Mr. Grorcr Epwarp Lakzg, solicitor, 
of the firm of Lake & Lake, of 10, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn. 





APPOINTMENTS. ~ 


Mr. W. C. Rensuaw, Q.C., has been appointed by the Honourable 
Society of Lincoln’s-inn one of their representatives on the Incorporated 
Council of Law Reporting for England and Wales, in the place of Mr. 
Justice Farwell. 


The honour of Knighthood has been conferred u 
Lusuinoton, Chief Magistrate of the Metropolitan Po 
Justice FARwet, 


Mr. Epwis Winter has been appointed Assistant Solicitor to the Post 
Office, in _ of Mr. E. Breton Osborn, retired. Mr. Winter has for 


mn Mr. FRanKkuiin 
ice-courts, and Mr. 





some time in the Solicitor’s Department of the General Post Ollice. 
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Mr. Wri11aM Patcuert, Q.C., has been elected Treasurer of the Honour- 
able aw hy the Inner Temple for the ensuing year, in succession to 
Judge Baylis, Q.0. ‘ 

Mr. T. R. Kemp, Q.O., has been elected Treasurer of the Middle Temple, 
in succession to Mr. Ambrose, Q.0O, 


INFORMATION WANTED. 


Writ Bortase Pascor, deceased.—Solicitors who have the custody 
of or have prepared any Will or Codicil for the late William Borlase Pascoe, 
of No. 43, Ebury-street, London, S.W., are requested to communicate 
with Messrs. Hewitt & Urquhart, solicitors, No. 150, Leadenhall-street, 
London, E.C. 

JossrH Hriron.—Lost, a Settlement, dated the 3rd of August, 1843, 
made by Mr. Joseph Hitch, of certain property at Stepney. A reward 
will be paid upon the original deed or a copy of it being delivered to 
Messrs. Baker & Nairne, of 3, Crosby-square, » Ae Beg solicitors. 


GENERAL. 


On Thursday morning, says the Evening Standard, Mr. Justice Darling, 
on taking his seat, stated that on Wednesday he felt hardly able to proceed 
with his work, and would not have come down to-day but for the fact that 
the part-heard case was so near completion. Under these circumstances 
he would not proceed further with his list than the part-heard case, and 
would not sit on Friday. 

Mr. J. B. Balfour, the new President of the Court of Session, was, says 
the Times, on Tuesday installed in Edinburgh into office as Lord President 
of the Court of Session and Lord Justice-General of Scotland. There was 
a crowded attendance, including the Earl of Rosebery. Mr. Balfour was 
received by all the judges, and presented his commission to Lord Justice 
Clerk MacDonald. He heard a case in the Outer Court, and on reporting 
his judgment it was approved. The new judge thereupon assumed the 
robes of office. 

Mr. J. 8. Tyler writes from Gracechurch-buildings, Gracechurch-street, 
to the Times: ‘*On sending my clerk to-day to the registry at Somerset 
House to search for a marriage said to have taken place in or near London 
during the present, or latter end of last, year he was informed by the 
Registrar-General’s officials that the entries of marriages at the registry 
are not written up subsequent to September, 1898. Surely such a state 
of things isa public scandal, and the greater because the remedy is so 
easy 





At the Lewes Assizes, says the Times, on Friday and Saturday, before 
Mr. Justice Wills, Marc Doyen was indicted for an offence under section 11 
of the Criminal Law Amendment Act. When the prisoner was called 
upon to plead, Mr. Murphy (his counsel) stated that he was at the present 
time confined in an asylum at Pontareuse in Switzerland. At the time 
when the offence was alleged to have been committed, the prisoner and 
his father were visitors at Hastings, and when the case was before the 
justices the prisoner’s father, not being a householder, had deposited a 
sum of £25 as bail with the justices’ clerk. After the prisoner been 
bailed, he returned to France with his father, and consequence of 
another outbreak he had to be sent back to the asylum where he had 
previously been confined. The prisoner was not now ina fit state to travel, 
as he was dangerous both to himself and to others. Under these cir- 
cumstances counsel applied that the bail should not be forfeited, but 
should be returned to the prisoner’s father, who was in no way responsible 
for his son’s state of health. Mr. Justice Wills.—The condition of the 
recognizance is that the prisoner should surrender to take his trial. That 
condition has been broken. Why should I not estreat the recognizance 
and let the Treasury deal with the matter? Mr. Murphy said he had 
affidavits and certificates to shew that this application was ectly bond 
Side, and he relied especially on the report sent by the French Préfecture de 
Police to the Home Office, in which the —— passages occurred : 
“C'est un ivrogneinvétéré . . . sousle coup de l’ivresse il devient fou, 
insultant et battant les personnes quisontdsaportée . . . c’est un étre 
dune conduite déplorable, qui devrait étre interné dans un asile d’aliénés, 
car l’abus de l’alcohol, qui l’a rendu dangereux, lui a également troublé le 
cerveau.’’ Mr. Stephenson, for the prosecution, submitted that there was 
nothing in the case to induce the court to depart from the ordinary practice 
of estreating the recognizance. The prisoner was merely an incurable 
drunkard, and it was not admitted that he was confined in a lunatic 
asylum. Mr. Justice Wills, after taking time to consider the matter, said 
that, having perused the affidavits, he was satisfied as to the bona fides of the 
application, and it would be pedantic under the circumstances to exact the 
money — by the father, although the recognizance had in fact been 
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To a Moiety of a Trust Estate, value £16,000 in Consols and India 
ed 81. i H, H. Cooke, & 


COURT PAPERS. 
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THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


Dec. 4.—Mr. J. C. Stevens, at 38, King-street, Covent Garden, at 12.30, Curio Sale. 
Dec. 5: Poult and Pi ‘ 
Dec. 6 V3 its, Roses, Ferns, &c. 


o: ~~ ~~, pee Photographic Apparatus, &c. (See advertisements, 
Dec. 7.—Messrs. WE , ae & Cranrik£cp, at the Mart, at 2:— 


REVERSIONS : 
To One-third of a Trust Estate, nted by Freehold Properties in East- 
bourne ; let at £400 per annum ; lady aged 64. 8 licitor, Thos, A. Goodman, 


Esq., ee 
To One-fo of £16,700 Colonial and Government Stocks; lady aged 55. 
Solici Messrs. Hun & Ha: 


Lend 
. Solicitors, Messrs. Boulton, Sons, 


tors, ynes, jon. 
To One-twentieth of a «~~~ -Ly 55,000; lives 72, 76, 70, 65, 65 aud 
ith Policies (see full ) ~ 


and Messrs. Godfrey & Webb, London. 


Solicit “i 
To Two Guo-toattte Shanes £3,434 on and North-Western Railway Stock 


Freehold Ground-Rents at Ni roduciag £410 annum (see full 
i Ines & Os, London. 


conditions). Solicitors, Messrs. ones 
To One-thirtieth of a Residuary Estate, represented by Railway Stocks, value 
an Solicitors, & Co. 
on. 
REVERSIONARY INTEREST, gentleman aged 29, in One-third of £50 (see fuller 
: a). Solicitor, Geo. Trenan, Esq., London. 


STs: 
Of Lad: 47, in One of a Trust Fund and Valuable Reversions (see 
y, aged ‘ oa Rent oat aon tena 


‘l 
Fe 


f 
Producing £42 per annum ; lady 
INTEREST IN FEE SIMPLE of Reversioner, aged 27, im the above, &c, 


annum. Solicitor, W. H. Hargrave, Esq., 


POLICTES tan 2 0, 21,000, 4800, £500, £500, £250. Solicitors, Messrs. 8. G 
” Messrs. 8on, o Thatch , Esq., London; Messrs. 


Saxton & 


5 


Turner, op 
— & wil, Canterbury; and Messrs. Hallett, Creery, & Co., Ashford, 


Solicitor, Walton Tatton, .» London. 
vertisemen’ re ape ag ey .) 


(See ad: its, 

Dec. 8.—Messrs, P. J. Dixon & Sow, at the at 2, Freehold Ground-rents, amounting 
to £217 per annum. (See advertisements, this week, p. 3.) 

Dec. 8.—Messrs. H. BE. Foster & Craxrievp, at the at 2:—Freehold and 
ioveeneei, rental vali i 
Freeh in Penge 
& Brett, London. — 
annum, Solicitor, ur Tyler, + London, (See 


Leasehold 
ue £446. Solicitor, Walton Eeq , London.—Four 
» —_ £136 per annum. i 


RESULT OF SALE. 


Messrs, C. C, & T. Moore nine’ © Geet pee for a Ground-Rent at Kentish 

ursday last. They also sold Shops in Commercial-road East, 
let at £14, with reversion in one year to the rack-rents, for £2,900. £1,000 was given for a 
Leasehold Property in Colchester-street, Whitechapel. 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Faipar, Nov. 24. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loorep im Caaycesr. 


Batxan Co, Luurep—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 20, to send their names 

TW yf he 2 eS oe. 
vi tson, 9, Throgmorton avenue. vers Throgmorton avenue, solors 

Co-operative Lanxp anv Housk eenen eae Socirry, Lianren—Peta for winding 


up, presented 


Nov 21, on Dec & Sawyer & Ellis, 7, Laurence 
solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named 


not Inter than’ o’clock in the afternoon of Dee 5 


‘ @otpen Srvr Goro Mixes, Liwrrep (1x Liqurpation)—Creditors are required, on or 
before Jan 6, to send in their names and addresses, the particulars of their debts or 
tors 


claims, to Herbert Watkins, 23, New Broad st 


broken. He had no power to make an order on the j F 
justices’ clerk, but no 
doubt that gentleman would know how to act. The recognizances of the , oat tae , and the B = of their debts or cla mo Biward 
witnesses and of the sureties would be discharged, and the money ought to! Thomas Rodney Wilde, 61}, Fore st. y, Dec 19, at 12, at the chambers of the 
be returned to the father. i 5 omagenies (Winding-up), is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the 
or 
anne nena InpusTaiat Contract Corporation, Luatrep (rrcorroratep cNpsr THE Nawe or Tus 
| Avuxiurany Srorss, Lowrep)—Petn for ted Nov 2%, directed to be 
For Turoar Inniration anp Coven.—‘ Epps’s Glycerine Jujubes’’, heard on Nov 28. Winterbotham fOmiatel - ‘0, $22, Royal Courts of Justice, 
rape prove effective. They soften and clear the voice, and are invaluable oe oe fk Notice an must reach the above-named not later than 6 
°o o! 


- “e fey from th h, —- or dryness of the throat. Sold only 
abelle 8, price 7}d. and 1s. 14d. James Epps & Co., Ltd., H - 
pathic Chemists.—[Apvr. ] as ” ; perce 


Parent Seamens Sarrry Co, Liawrrep—Creditors are required, on or before 
J and and the i of thei 


Wakxnino To INTENDING House Purcuassrs AND Lassees.—Before pur- | 


chasing or renting a house have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly | 


mined, Tested, and Reported upon by an Expert from The tar: 
gee | Oo. (H. Carter, C.E., “ye 65, Victoria-street, West. 
minster. Fee quoted on receipt of full particulars. Established 23 
years. Telegrams, ‘‘ Sanitation.””—[Apvr.] 


an 9, to their names the particulars of their debts or claims, 
! to Michael Henry Clark, 11, Clare et, Bristol 
London Gazette.—Tursvay, Nov. 28. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loarrep m Cuaxcery. 
Areican anv Austratastay Exrtoration axp DrvsLormEnt Luarrsp —Creditors 


we nennt, @ be 
—- of their debts or claims, to Sydney William Jackson, 7, Union ot, Old 


f 


Dec 21, to send in their names 


Barrisu Parrisson Hyersxic Creuse Sapptx Co, Luoursp—Peta for winding up, 
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See get Bo: 2, retnt to be heard on Dec6. Devonshire & Co, 1, Frederick's pl, 

ld Jewry, solors for Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not 

than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Dec 5 é 3 

Gemuspy Mutvat Fisnine Vesseits Insurance Co, Luntrzp—Creditors are required, on 
or before Dec 31. to send their names and addresses, and the iculars of their debts 
or claims, to William Thomas Dunlin, Fish Docks, Grimsby. tes & Mountain, Great 
Grimsby, solors for liquidator 

Lancaster & Howanp, Luntep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 10, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick 
M ar d, Duchy chmbrs, Clarence st, Manchester. Butcher & Barlow, Bury, solors 
to i r 

secur Parre Mitts Co, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 30, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to Mr. 
Charles Henry Hughes, 12, 8. Helen’s pl 

Norrnern WEALTH or Nations, Lumrrep— Creditors are required, on or before Jan 10, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Ernest 
Claude Ricks, 161-164, Dashwood House, New Broad st. Romer & Haslam, 4, Copthall 
chmbrs, solors to the liquidator 

County PaLatine or LANCASTER. 
UnNumitTep 1n CHANCERY. 
Lancaster “ Move.” Buitpixe Sociery—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 30, to 
their names and addresses, and particulars of, their debts or claims, to Titus Thorp, 
11, Winckley st, Preston. Clark & Co, Lancaster, solors to the liquidator 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 

Provipenrt Benerit Society, Alderman Tavern, Stannary st, Kennington rd. Nov 22 

Sourn Wieston Worxinc Men’s Crus anp Institute, Healey st, South Wigston, 
Leiceester. May 18 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Craim. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Nov. 17. 
Avams, Matitpa Wetsx, Burford, Salop Jan 9 Clitherow & Son, Horncastle 


A.rorp, Henry, Taunton, Surgeon Decil Kite & Co, Taunt 
ALLEs, Davin, Scropton, Derby, Farmer Dec 18 Small & Talbot, Burton on Trent 
Anprew, James, Redruth, Plymouth Dec 23 Paige & Grylls, Redruth 


Bex, Witiram. and Marrua Ayn Bett, Hurst, Lancaster, Grocers Dec 28 Richards & 
Hurst, Ashton under Lyne 
Brep, Mary Any, Bishops Hull, Somerset Jani Kite & Co, Taunton 


Canter, Mrs Saran Exizasetu, Highgate Dec 23 Gard & Co, Gresham bldgs 
Cuaagy.ey, Wit11AM Ext, Preston, Solicitor Dec1 Finch & Johnson, Preston 
Cursnam, Antuur Jonny, Mansfield, Notts, Solicitor Dec 30 Need & Smith, Mansfield 
Dawnyey, Jouy Wi111Am, Lincoln, Butler Jani Smith & Co, Horbling 

Deaooy, James, Shipley, York, Joiner Dec1l Morgan & Morgan, Shipley 

Dent, Eowaro Joun, Cockspurst Dec15 Lowe & Co, Temple gdns 

Finnir, Joun, Florence, Italy Jani Thorowgood & Co, Copthall ct 

Garpner Any, Horsham Dec19 Brydone & Pitfield, Petworth, Sussex 

Girson, Mary Etizaseta, Babbacombe, Devon Dec1 Lindop, Torquay 

Grant, Canon Epwarp Pierce, Portsmouth Dec15 Frederick du Bois, Coleman st 
Green, Saran Lowe, Manchester Dec 381 Farrer-Morgan & Co, Manchester 
Hopexiss, Hesry, Cheltenham Dec 23 Griffiths & Co, Cheltenham 


Horrner, Marie Exizasets, Chorlton upon M Manchester, Tob: i 
ng hg es po edlock, Manchester, Tobacconist Dec 9 
Hotmxs, Ann, Scarborough Jani Tate & Co, Scarborough 


Sees Tuomas, Spondon, Derby, Beerhouse keeper Dec 30 Hankinson & Meakin, 


a ny Bolton, Cloth Merchant Dec 30 Bradbury, Boiton 

Kemp-Weucn, Franx Havt, Bournemouth Dec 22 Paris & Co, Southampton 
Licutsown, Hesry, Pendleton, Lancs Dec9 Crofton & Co, Manchester 

Licurroor, Tomas. Birkdale, Southport, Contractor Feb1 Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 
Liypyer, Catnertnet Hortense, France Dec15 Eyre & Co, John st, Bedford row 
Mauer, Martian, Ba‘ham Nov 29 Burton & Son, Blackfriars rd 

Maagryy, Witi1am Henry, Plymouth Jan4 Gill, Devonport 

Moss, Gitpert Wiser, Aigburth, Lancs Dec14 Garnett & Co, Liverpool 

Norns, Hexry Cuanves, St James’s pl Jan 15 Bannister & Co, John st, Bedford row 
Orrorp, Joux, Ipswich Dec15 Kersey, Ipswich 

Owen, Ape.aing Anne, Roehampton, Surrey Dec 14 Peters & Bolton, Guildhall chmbrs 
Poors, Jemma, Leytonstone Dec15 Ward & Asplin, Lime st 

Rice, Mary Anne, Hastings Dec18 Lansdell, Hastings 

Ricwarpsoy, Axx, Broom Park, Durham Dec 18 Patrick & Son, Durham 

Santi, ALExaxpEr Epwanrp, Clerkenwell Dec 14 Newton & Co, Great Marlborough st 
Scorr, Tuomas Sueruerp, J P, Halifax Dec 30 Jubb & Co, Halifax 

Szerev, Saran, Coleshill, Warwick Dec9 O’Connor, Birmingham 

Sueruerp, Tuomas, Reading, Berks Dec9 Beale & Martin, Reading 

Stewart, ALEXANDER, Paddington Nov 23 Hooper, Bucklersbury 

Sraipg, Epwarp Ernest, Wimbledon Jan1 Crawley & Co, Arlington st 

Sweet, James, Strood, Kent, Baker Dec 15 Robinson, Strood 

Wiyrer, Ausrose, Norwich Jan 381 Francis & Back, Norwick 

a hele aa Eccles, nr Manchester, Cotton Manufacturer Dec 16 


Ww e8' 
Wirry, Joax, Brooklands, Chester Dec 30 Tucker & Co, Manchester 


London Gazette.—Tvurspay, Nov. 21. 


Baker. Watter Joszrn, Wallin 8 Civil i 
_. Ona foe gton, Surrey, Civil Engineer Feb 1 Freshfields & 
Banrerrt, Rorert, Margate, Kent Dec15 Boys, Margate 


——-- Cuarves Frepericx, Crouch End Dec 31 Upton & Britton, Lincoln’s inn 
Biawoop, Epwagp, Warmley, Gloucester, Hay Dzaler Dec 30 Mead2-King & Son, 


Bisnop, Sopn1a, Wardour st, Oxford st Dec20 C&E Woodroffe, Great Dover st 
Biackuurst, Mary, Burslem Dec16 Boulton, Burslem 

Boornsy, Ex.ex, Sheffield Dec 25 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

Brearwey, Heyry, Halifax, Chemist Dec12 Barstow & Midgley, Halifax 

Brearczy, WitiiaM, Halifax, Farmer Dec12 Barstow & Midgley, Halifax 

Burton, Mary Any, Wardour, Wilts Jani Marsh & Warry, Yeovil 

Co.iixs, Jon, Oldham, Licensed Victualler Dec 18 Sixsmith, Oldham 

Corriz.p, Mrs. Jutia Exvizaneru, Upper Norwood Dec 31 Turner & Co, King st, 


le 

Davies, Henny Navxtoy, Porth, Glam, Physician Dec 21 Davies & Williams, Ponty- 

Day, Witt1am Waanusy, Hooley Hill, nr Ashton under Lyne, Provision Dealer Dec 30 
& Bon, Ash 


ton under 
Duxck.ey, Josgru, Northampton, Builder Dec 30 Howes & Co, Northampton 


Dyson, Eu, Little Hulton, Lanes, CottonSpinner Jani Fielding & Fernihough, Bolton 

Epwanrps, Ann Saran, Hammersmith Dec 81 Sawbridge & Son, Aldermanbury 

Epwakrps, JonaTHan, Bodenham, Hereford, Farmer Dec 12 Lambe & Stephens, Hereford 

a —y Epwarp, Brightwell, Berks Jan 1 Hodges & Marshall, Wallingford, 
Ber 


Goopry, GoupeN, Chappel, Essex, Farmer Jan6 Beaumont & Son, Coggeshall 
Graves, The Right Rev Cuanezs, Bishop of Limerick, Limerick Jan 15 Winter & Co, 
OE sy Berks Deci9 Brain & Brain, Reading 

Harrison, James, Liverpool Dec 15 McKenna, Liverpool 

Henry, Witi1am, New Cross, Engineer Dec17 Foy & Co, New Cross rd 

Izoy, Joux Brown, Leamington Dec 20 Colmore & Monckton, Birmingham 

Jackson, Any, Radford, Nottingham Dec 23 Clifton, Nottingham 

JONES, Fann Brompton, nr Shrewsbury, Salop, Farmer Dec 1 Evans & Gillart 


8 Sir Grorce Curtis, Bart, Albert gate Jan 31 Guedella & Cross, Essex st, 


Lixearp, Exizazern, Little Lever, Lancaster Jan1 Fielding & Fernihough, Bolton 
Lowry, Barsara Aayes, Hyde Park mansions Jan 20 Woods &Son, Warrington 
Manton, Many, 8t Leonards on Sea Dec24 G& H Lamb & Stringer, 

MazspeEn, Gzorce Wii114M, Scarborough, Solicitor Dec 30 Plews, Wakefield 
Morcan, Jonx, Hammersmith Dec 21 Tuckey, Bristol 

Park, Tuomas, Preston Nov30 Brierley, Preston 

Pracock, Dororny, Lancaster Dec 31 Swainson & Roper, Lancaster 

Penp.esury, Wit114m, Bolton, Pawnbroker Jan1 Fielding & Fernihough, Bolton 
Pococ Ha Wituam Witmer, St LeonardsonSea Jani Norris & Spicer, St Leonards on 


ea, 
Price, Epwin Piumer, Norwich,QC Dec 25 Gordon & Son, Lincoln’s inn fields 


ScHWABzADLER, Isaac Sizcmunp, Frankfort on Main, Germany Dec 16 Rehders & 
Higgs, Mincing In 
Scorr, Euma Louisa, West End in Dec 2 Westbury & Co, Old Broad st 


Swa.tow, Martin, Stalybridge, Chester Dec 23 Whitworth & Co, Ashton under Lyne 
Taytor, CHARLES Toomas, Covent gin Deci8 Lumley & Lumley, Conduit st 
WATERALL, Gzorcze Epwarps, Nottingham, Chemist Dec 31 Spencer, Nottingham 
Woop, Mary Any, Bath Jani17 Simmons & Co, Bath 

London Gasette,—Frivay, Nov. 24. 
BuowrieLp, Mary, Leicestar Dec1é6 Burgess, Leicester 
Buvunpett, Fraxcis, Brighton Dec 24 Lawrence, Essex st, Strand 
Bow es, Rev Tuomas, Abingdon, Berks Dec9 Morrell & Son, Oxford 
Boyz, Rosert, Kingsand, Cornwall,CB Jan5 Tyler, Clement’s inn 


Bravce, Capt Cuaries, and Mary Bruce, Marble Arch, Hyde Park Jan3i Stephen & 
fon, Orchard st, Portman sq ‘ 
Bruce, Rosert, Warwick sq,CB Decl Patersons & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 


Cocuitt, Joun Grorce Sixciair, Ventnor, I of W, Doctor Jan31 Clarke & Co, Gresham 
House, Old Broad st 
Cross, Witt1am Ricnarp, Worstead, Norfolk, Farmer Jan6é Empson, North Walsham 


Dent, Isaac, Woodbridge, Suffolk Jan 81 Gross, Woodbridge 
Dickixson, Ann, Harrogate, York Dec 81 Edmundson & Gowland, Masham 
ee aerate BraBazon, Blundellsands, Lancaster Dec 30 Thornely & Cameron, 


verpoo! 

Ex.is, James, Tipton Dec9 Hooper & Fairbairn, Dudley 
Frtcu, Gzorcz Wi111am, Cambridge, Solicitor Feb1 Eadin & Spearing, Cambridge 
Gracry, Rosert, Liscard, Chester, Tram Owner Dec16 Thompson & Co, Birkenhead 
Grats, Jonn Henny, Lombard st Jan 31 Clarke & Co, Gresham House, Old Broad st 
Graves, Jonn Be.ttew, Tenby, Pembroke Dec 30 Robinson & Muncaster, Tenby 
Happen, Any, Lichfield Dec 31 Hargreave & Heaton, Birmingham 
Hay, Witu1aM Gzorce, Old st, St Luke’s, Surgeon Dec 27 Moggridge, John st, B_dford 

ro 


nf Cuanxves, Clifton, Bristol Dec 81 Collins & Co, Trowbridge, Wilts 
Hueues, Epwarp Cuaruxes, Herne Hill Dec 27 Tatham & Lousada, Old Broad et 
Kent, Ricnarp, Widnes, Lancs, Watchmaker Jan1 FJ &C Poole, Widnes 

Peacock, Anne Mapie Francoise Cesarine Cevina, Ipswich Dec18 Kersey, Ipswich 
Marspex, Rev Witt1am, Manchester Dec 31 Farrer-Morgan & Co, Manchester 
Martisoy, Jouy, West Whitton, York, Farmer Dec 380 Chapman & Dixon, Leyburn 
Ossorne, THomas Frames, Bristol, Accountant Dec 31 Stevens, Bristol 

Oruen, Annz, Middleham, York Dec 30 Chapman & Dixon, Leyburn 

Patmer, Tuomas, Cambridge, Blacksmith Dec31 RC & 8 Burrows, Cambridge 
Parkes, CHaBLes James, Wentsland, Mon Jan1 Powles & Vizard, Monmouth 
Parker, James, Hammersmith Jan4 Davenport & Co, Hammersmith rd 

Parrripez, Tuomas, Birmingham Dec 14 Mogford, Birmingham 

Peace, Witiiam, Thorne, York Dec15 Atkinson & Constable, Thorne 

Pearce, Josepx, Orslow Manor, nr Newport, Salop, Farmer Dec 30 Elliott, Newport 
Prxpex, Harriet, Cheltenham Jan3 Burne & Wykes, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Pore, Wrix1am, Chell, Stafford Dec 24 Warner, Hanley 

Ritey, Jonny, Birmingham, Baker Dec16 Harding & Goode, Birmingham 

Rosenrts, Joun, Shrewsbury Dec1é6 Morgan, Shrewsbury 

Rosertson, Samus, Clifton, Bristol, Railway Contractor Dec 30 Wansbrough & Co, 


Bristo! 
Satr, onl Yoxall, Stafford Jani Richardson, Burton on Trent 
Soott, ALEXANDER DE Courcy, Chancery In Jan10 Baileys & Co, Berners st 
Suaw, Joun, Halifax, Commission Agent Dec 30 Jubb & Co, Halifax 
Snum, HeLen, Gosfortb Dec 31 Dickinson & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Suirn. Cuarites Henry, Heysham, Lancaster Deci1l Fawcett, Morecambe 
Surtu, James, Kirdford, Sussex, Wheelwright Dec 22 Brydone & Pitfield, Petworth 
SovTsERDEN, CHARLES, Winchelsea, Sussex, Fisherman Jan 11* Dawes, Rye 
Srevens, CHARLes James, Highbury Park Dec31 Fraser, Dean st, Soho sq 
Turron, James Frepericx, Wrington, Somerset, Plumber Jan 10 Wood, Wrington 
Taz, Henry, Leeds, Agricultural Implement Maker Dec16 Dale & Son, Leeds 
Torr, Hector Rosert Granam, Tullamore, King’s Co, Ireland Jan 2 Burch & Co, 


Wren baw Ayy, Canning Town Dec 30 Avery & Son, Finsbury pvmt 
Wetts, Hannan, Richmond Jan4 Davenport & Co, Hammersmith rd 
Winn, Exizazeta, Askriff, York Dec 30 Chapman & Dixon, Leybura 
Wiruens, Hexny Tuomas, Bow Jan5 McKenna & Co, Basinghall st 





Wrot, Epwarp, Heaton Norris, Lancaster, Railway Olerk Dec 25 Richards & Hurst, 
Ashton under Lyne 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Nov. 17. 


era ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
DER RESCINDED. 


Homax, Samver "Gee Hilperton, Wilts, Pane 
Officer Bath Rec Ord and Adjud April 25, 1892 
Resc and Annul Oct 19, 1899 

London Gazette.—Frivay, Nov. 24 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Apranams, Natuay, Brynmawr, ea Furniture Dealer 
Tredegar Pet Nov22 Ord Nov 2 

Bac ~ FitzRoy, Charlbury, Oxfords High Court Pet 

ct 25 Ord Nov 21 

%.. . oaanans Fisk, Gt Winchester st, American Lawyer 
High Court Pet Nov2 Ord Nov 20 

Becxwitu, Cecit Dauziet, Kilburn, Cartage Contractor 
High Court Pet Nov 22 Ord Nov 22 

BeTrRipGs, WILLIAM, Upton on Severn, Butcher Worcester 
Pet Nov 2i Ord "Nov 21 

fom, = Bripget, Kendal, Grocer Kendal Pet Nov 22 

Vv 22 

BoxrLanD, jens E, Church ct, Sonate In, Merchant High 
Court Pet Sept 18 Ord Nov 1 

Brooxs, Gzorce Epwarp, Duley, Worcs, Jobmaster 
Dudley Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 2 

Cuark, Grorce WILLIAM, Sicoen upon Hull, Manu- 
facturer’s Manager Kingston upon Hull Pet Oct 11 
Ord Nov 20 

Coccay, Joun Cuarues, Bernard st, Russell sq, Builder 
High Court Pet Oct 24 Ord Nov 20 

Cottier, Grauam, Catford, Schoolmaster Greenwich Pet 
Oct 31 Ord Nov 21 

Compan, JOHN, Stratford, Dairyman High Court Pet Nov 
20 Ord Nov 20 

Coox, Makzk, Seaton, Ross, Yorks, Farmer York Pet Nov 

Ord Noy 21 
ea. %, Gronce, and Gzorcze Hanry Inons, Northampton 
[me Manufacturers Northampton Pet Nov 18 Ord 
ov 18 
Cri - Joux, Wells, Somerset, Saddler Wells Pet Nov 
Ord Nov 22 

Da ara Ricuagp Dyer, Sheffield, ee Silver Plater 
Sheffield Pet Nov 21 Ord Nov 2 

Day, Davip Henry, Maidenhead, Taon Windsor Pet 
Nov 20 Ord Nov 20 

Dover, Witt1am Henry, Parkstone, Dorset, Tailor Poole 
Pet Nov 11 Ord Nov 22 

Epowarps, Price Parry, and Epwarp Davizs Epwarps, 
Ruthin, Denbighs, Flour Dealer Wrexham Pet Nov8 
Ord Nov 20 

Ex.is, Henry Brean, Dover, Builder Canterbury Pet 
Nov16 Ord Nov 16 

Ev _~ s) Cusauas, Rdgbaston, Painter Birmingham Pet 

18 ‘ov 18 

th... ‘Geasten, Birmingham, Tobacconist Birmingham 
Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 20 

Gray, Frank Durrett, Martham, Norfolk, Miller Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Nov8 Ord Nov 20 

GurrripGE, Henry, and Cuartes GurrrivG£, Brighton, 
Brick Manufacturers Brighton PetNov4 Ord Nov20 

Henty, H, Hove, Baker Lewes Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 20 

Hvupson, ArTruur, Hunslet, Leeds, Commission Agent 
Leeds Pet Nov20 Ord Nov 20 

Jounston, Dove.as, Carlisle, Jeweller Carlisle Pet Nov 
20 Ord Nov 20 

im 2 , Blackpool, Auctioneer Preston Pet Nov 22 

ov 2 

Kay, Joun iicesnien Rochdale, Stonemason Rochdale 

Pet Nov 21 Ord Nov21 

Lanpey, Davin, —— Slipper Maker Leeds Pet Nov 
22 Ord Nov 

LAWRENCE, tke A Willenhall, Staffs, Brass Finisher 
Wolverhampton Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 20 

LivperreR, THomas, Colwyn Bay, Denbighs, Grocer 
Bangor Pet Nov18 Ord Nov 1g 

Lonetey, T J, Mark In, Timber Merchant High Court 
Pet Nov8 Ord Nov 22 

MarsHaLt, Geornce Henry, Boston, Lincs, Butcher 
Boston Pet Novi1l Ord Novy 22 

Poote, ALtrrep, Thorpe Audlin, nr Pontefract, Tee 

ardener Wakefield Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 20 

PrigstLtzey, Davip, 8t Anne’s on the Sea, Hairdresser 
Preston Pet Nov7 Ord Nov 21 

Putts, JAmgs, Worcester, Coal Merchant Birmingham 
Pet Novy 2 Ord Nov 16 

RovutiepGe, Joun, Barnton, nr Northwich, Farmer Nant- 
wich Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 20 

Scnutz, Jacop, — Clapton, Baker High Court Pet 
Nov 22 Ord Nov 22 

Suarr, James Wituiam, Leeds Leeds Pet Nov 20 Ord 
Nov 20 


Srernens, Epwarp James, Lower Edmonton, Stationer 
High Court Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov v0 

Tuackray, Osporn Grorce JosEru, Felixstowe, Suffolk 
Ipswich Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 20 

Tuomas, DaniEt, Penboyr, Carmarthen, Weaver Car- 
marthen Pet Nov 18 Ord Nov 18 

Turnnrenny, Henry, Walthamstow, Commercial Traveller 
High Court Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 20 

VauGuay, Witu1am, Welshpool, <<} = @ Timber 
Haulier Newtown Pet Nov 21 Ord Nov 2 

Watron, Cuarites Epwanrp, Leeds, Beerseller Leeds Pet 
Nov 20 Ord Nov 20 

Waite, Rosert Wiiu14M, Norwich, Fishmonger Norwich 
Pet Nov 20 Ord Noy 20 

WuirrincuaM, Artuur Bradford, Hairdresser Bradford 
Pet Nov 22 Ord Nov 22 

Wi.son, Cuanites Henry, Leicester, Plasterer Leicester 
Pet Nov 21 Ord Nov 21 

Witson, Rosa, Shepherdswell, Kent Canterbury Pet Nov 
14 Ord Nov 20 

Winpeor, Joun, Southsea, Hants, Grocer Portsmouth Pet 
Nov 18 Ord Novis 

Amended notice substituted for that pene in the 
London Gazette of Sept 29 

SrupnotmgE, Grorcr Ernest, Longsi; ght, Manchester, 
Manufacturer’s Agent Manchester Pet Sept13 Ord 
Bept <7 





FIRST MEETINGS. 
Appison, Wi1s0n, Norbiton Surrey Declati12 2, Rail- 
way 
Banaen, Ceenses Nouiiots Coop Great Yarmouth, 
Butcher 


Dec 2 at 12 Nn 8 st, Norwich 
Beracnu, Cuaries Fisk, 


Lawyer Dec 4 at 12 Bankruptcy b a 
Seuwee, Ceci. Dauzier, Kilburn Decl at 1 Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, st 
Berrerivck, WitiiamM, Upton on Severn, Worcesters, 
Butcher Dec 4at11.30 45, st, Worcester 


Bor.ianp, Joun E, Clement’s ct, Clements ln, Merchant 
Dec 4 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs. Carey st 

Brooks, Gzorcze Epwarp, Dudley, Worcester, Fy Master 
Dec 4at 10.15 Off Rec, Wolverhampton st, 

Bupp, ta Es, Littleham: Dec7 at 12.30 DOr hes, 
4, Pavilion bidgs, Brighton 

Camrpext, ao bid CLARK, > oe Engineer Dec 1 at 11 

CASTERTON, bred Wisuras, Loughborough, Grocer 
Dec 1 at 1230 Off Rec, 1 

CLARKE, — ton, Swansea. Boot . Dec 5 
at 12 + 1, Alexandra rd, Swan: 
& Mann, Seo a _ — ‘'armer “Dec 7 at 12.15 

28, egal ork 
— JouN, Ry | Dairyman Dec 4 at 11 Bank- 
Carey 
ey Gxorcx, jun, Darlington, Commission Sout 
batll Off Ree, 8, Albee Middlesboroug! 

Drew, Wituiam Henry, Cin Cinderford, G: Glos Deo 2 mat 12 
Off Rec’s Office, Station rd, Glos 

Exuiott, Rosert, ton upon Dearne, nr Big ie & | 
Butcher Dec lat12 Off Rec, c, Figtree | ane, Shefti 

Emmerson, Bishop Auckland, Durham. Auctioneer Dec 1 
at3 Of Rec, 25, John st, Sunderland 

Firt, Rosert, New binet - popacameed Dec 1 
at 2.30 ptcy | 

Girrorp, CHARLES Freperick, St Hunts, Saddler 

iat215 Golden Lion Hotel otel, Market pl, 8t Ives 
Cue, Ree = pions, Dudley Dec 1 at 11 Off Ree, 


lverhampton st, 
me. ion JANE, Notting Cotton Agent Dec 4 at 12 
Off , 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 


Jongs, J, T, Richmond Dec 4 at 12 24, Railway app, 
London 


ge 

Keientiry, Joun Everarp, y wed with Thorpe + 
Leicesters, Miller Dec at 12.30 Off Rec, 1 
Berridge st, Leicester 

Kemp, Warszin Josern, Penge, Nurseryman Dec 4 at 3 


24, Railway app, ae Bridge 
Kina, "Hesry “yy: Bec 4 at 12.30 24, Rail- 


way oED. on B 
Leaman, Marruew, Wombleton, Yorks, Farmer Dec 4 
at 11.30 Court house, Northallerton 
Macpuerson, Joun Ross, Carshalton, Surrey, Mercantile 
Clerk Dec4at1130 24, ne a 


Messe, Wituiam Tuomas, 8to orcesters, Carte: 
pe 1 at 2.45 Spencer’ Thurseld’ Bolicitor, 12, Oxford 


erminster 
O'Raetnam Daniet Sranistaus Parrick, Gt Marlow, 
—, Army Officer Dec 1 at 12 1, St Aldate’s, 
xi 


Posx1TT, a, Fishlake, Doncaster, Cattle Dealer 
Dec 1 at 12.30 Off Rec, ln, Sheffield 

Suaw, Ricwarp, Ravens’ ek ‘Westmorland, Farmer 
Dec5at12 King’s Arms Kirkby Stephen 


Suerce1, Apranam NatHAn, Su land, Traveller Dec 
1at3.30 Off Ree, 25, John st, Sunderland 

TaicEeL, GrorGEe FrEepERIck, — jury, Baker Decl at 12 
Bankru: bldgs, Carey st 


ere Soseun GrorceE Josern, Felixstowe Dec 15 at 
2 Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
Lee Dec 2 at 


Tuomas, Danizt, Pen! 
12.45 Off Rec, 4, Queen s 

Trorman, Wis, East M . el Corn Dealer 
Dec 1 at 12.30 24, Railway app, London Bri 

Turvey, Crepes, Stalbridge, te Worker 1 at 
12.80 Off Rec, Endless st, bury 

VENNER, onan Taunton, Wemesoets, Butter Merchant 
Dec2ati1i Off Hee Te Taunton 

Warnuouse, Joux, Warley, nr Halifax, Farmer Dec at 
11 Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 


Warkriys, Frepericxk Boruast, Llanelly, Metal Broker 
Dec 2at11 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 
Wuirs, Roserr W1111am, Norwich, onger Dec 2 at 


1230 Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 

Waitrnovuss, ad Tipton, Staffs, Haulier Dec 4 at 
10.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton on i, De Dudley 

Wi.uiams, Wares, Llandilo, ceuinasy Geageen Dec 2 
at12 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

Wizsoy, Cuances Heyny, Leicester, Plasterer Dec 1 at 3 
Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

WIxson. Joux, Darlington, Joiuer Dec5at11 Off Rec, 
8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

WIxpsor, 1 ntang Southsea, Hants, Grocer Deciat3 Off 
Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 

Woop, Jous, ig J Hill, Stafford, Boot _ Dee 1 at 
12 Off Rec, Wolverhampton st, Dudl 

Wormau Freverick, Birkdale, V: canchnaty Surgeon Dec 
5at12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Nov 21: 


Swann, Rovert Wit.iam, Stockton on Tees, Hairdresser 
Nov 29 at 11 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Aprauams, NatHAn, Brynmawr, Brecon, Furniture Dealer 
Tredegar Pet Nov 22 Ord ‘Nov 22 
Becxwiru, Ceci. Dauziet, Kilburn, Cartage Contractor 
h Gourt Pet Nov 22 Ord Nov 22 

Berreriwce, Witt1amM, Upton on Severn, Worcester, 
Butcher Worcester Pet Nov 2t Ord Nov 21 

Bippies, WAvTsR, Leicester, Cycle Manufacturer 
Pet Nov2 Ord Nov 18 

o>" 7 Kendal, Grocer Kendal Pet Nov 22 

Brooks, Georut Epwarp, Dudley, Worcester, Job-master 
Dudley Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 20 








CampseLt, Tuomas Crank, Harrow, Engineer High Court 
Pet Nov15 Ord Nov 21 
Con, Joun, Stratford, Dairyman High Court Pet 
gard a ‘ov 22 
Seaton Ross, Yorks, Farmer York Pet 
Coo, ha a1 “ord Nov 21 


Coo.ey, GrorcE, and Grorcr Henry Irons, No 
Shoe —— Northam; 


—. rers pton Pet Nov 18 Ord 
v 18 


Dattyn, Ricnarp Dyes, Sheffield, Foreman Silver Plater 
Sheffield Pet Nov rH Ord Novy 21 

Day, Davin Henry, Fruiterer Windsor 
Pe t Nov 20 Ord Nov 20 


Sn Bournemouth, Draper Poole Pet Oct 30 

ov 2 

Farres, WALTER nny Bury St Edmunds, Baker Bury 
St Edmunds Pet Oct 23 Ord Nov 22 

FAvuLKNER, nll Semmes, Reigate, Contractor Croydon 
Pet Oct 10 Ord Nov 1 

Fresuwater, Francis W, Gt Russell st, Cigar Manufacturer 
St Albans Pet Oct 14 Ord Nov 21 

, Essex High Court Pet Oct 18 


Gotpstong, Joun Ricsarp, Bristol, Fruiterer Bristol Pet 
Nov9 Ord Nov 22 

Hampson, ALraep Artaur, Basinghall st High Court Pet 
Oct 26 Ord Noy 22 


Hampton, Epwix, Abergavenny, Mon, Heating Engincer 

Tredegar "Pet Nov 17, Ord Nov 20 

anes, & Som, Sussex, Baker Se Pet Nov4 Ord 
Vv 


0 

Hvupsoy, Artuur, Leeds, Commission Agent Leeds Pet 
Nov 20 Nov 20 

come Oe Pasetae, Caxtisle, Jeweller Carlisle Pet Nov 
20 


Jones, Huan, _ Auctioneer Preston Pet Nov 22 
Ord Nov 22 


Kay, , ann Rosiysoy, Rochdale, Stonemason Rochdale 
Pet Nov 21 Ord Nov 21 

war ~ Sg Leeds, Blipper Maker Leeds Pet Nov 22 

‘ov 

Lawrence, Samvuet, Willenhall, Staffs, Brass Finisher 
Wolverham: Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 20 

Lowe, THomas nT, Bilston, Stafford, Buiider Wolver- 
hampton Pet Novs Ord Nov20 — 

Marsves, Txomas, Manchest:r, Builders’ Merchant 
Preston Pet Sept 28 Ord Nov 20 

MarsHatt, George Henry, Lincs, Butcher 
Boston Pet Nov 11 Ord Noy 22 

Muntox, Herpert WILuiam, _— Rutland, Plumber 
Leicester Pet Nov7 Ord N 

Newton, GeorGe JAameEs. Blackstock rd, Finsb Park, 

e Manufacturer High Vourt Pet Nov 9 Nov 21 

pu my GrorGE, 1 
bury Pet Oct 17 —s Noy 21 

Pooir, A.rrep, Thorpe Audlin, pr Pontefract, Market 
Gardener Wakefield Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 20 

Prizstitey, David, St Anne's on the Sea, Hairdresser 
Preston Pet Nov7 Urd Noy 21 

Repmay, Txomas, Gravenh Beds, Market Gardener 
Bedford Pet Nov 14 Ord Nov 21 

Guay, James Witiiam, Leeds Leeds Pet Novy 20 Ord 

‘ov 20 


Srarrorp, Ceci, James, Southsea, Hants, Grocer Ports- 
mouth PetSepti4 Ord Sept 21 
Srerneys, Epwarp James, Lower Edmonton, Stationer 
h Comt Pet Nov 20 woke 
thist Bradford Pet 


Srewaart, Bessit, Bradford, 
Oct 29 vv 

Stewart, Joun Lawnence, Bradford Bradford Pet Oct 
20 Ord Nov 21 

Tuackray, Osporn Georcr Josxru, Felixstowe Ipswich 
Pet Novy 20 Ord Nov 20 

Tuomas, —_ Penbo Page, emetinn, Weaver Carmar- 
then Pet Nov 18 Nov 

Tro.iore, James, Folkestone, Builder’s Foreman Canter- 
bury Pet Oct24 Ord Nov 21 

Tursnrenyy, Henry, Walthamstow, Commercial Traveller 
High Court Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 20 

Tyrs, Be jt any Somerset, Jeweller Yeovil Pet Oct 

ov 

Wenn Cuanr_es Epwarp, Leeds, Beerseller Leeds Pet 
Nov20 Ord Nov 20 

Warts, Josern, Moss nr Manchester, Plumber 
Salfi Pet Nov1l Ord Noy 20 

Wuirte, Rosert Wii.1am, Norwich, Fishmonger Norwich 
Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 20 

Wuirtixnenam, Antuur, Bradford, Hairdresser Bradford 
Pet Nov 22 Ord Nov 22 

Witson, Cuartes Henry, Leicester, Plasterer Leocester 
Pet Nov 21 Ord Nov 21 

Wixpsor, Jouy, Southsea, Hants, Grocer Portsmouth 
Pet Nov 13 Ord Nov 18 

Woop, James, Ashford, Kent, Builder Canterbury Pet 
Oct 20 Ord Nov 21 


Amended notice substituted for that poten in the 
London Gazette of Oct 


Srupnoitme, Grorce Envesrt, reel t, Manchester 
} yeaa Agent Manchester Pet Sept 13 Ord 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
Londoa tiazette of Nov 17: 


Witson, Joun, Darliogwon, Joiner Stockton on Tees Pet 
Nov it Ord Nov 14 


Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Nov 21: 


Hucues, Tuomas, Southport, Solicitor Bolton Pet Oct 6 
Ord Nov 16 


London Gazette.—Tuxrspay, Noy. 28. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Auxan, Josern, and Tuomas Suitn, Felling, Duzham 
— Newcastle on Tyne Pet Nov #1 Ord 
ov 


Agruvr, Arrnur Davin, Soin, pcm, Butcher Ponty- 
pridd Pet Noy 24 Ord N 





i tecienemnathertametentmnertenntennem cnteeeentneameenetiametain cee aatenantemteemeeneeaen ene 
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Baker, Tuomas, Nailsea, ye Licensed Victualler 
Bristol Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 

Bunsy, Rosert, Leeds, Printer ‘i Pet Nov 24 Ord 
Nov 24 


Cuatx, Witu1am, Putney, Market Gardener Wandsworth 
Pet Oct 13 Ord Nov 23 

Cote, Ropert Swrssorne, Gt Oakley, Essex, Farmer 
Colchester Pet Nov 23 sos : 

Crorr. Witttam, Gainsborough, Builder Lincoln Pet 
Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 

Darvitt, Purr, Gosport, Hants, Gardener Portsmouth 
Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 

Dup.ey, Joszrs, Chipping Sodbury, Glos, Boot Dealer 
Bristol Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 

Evays, James, Beccles, —— Shopkeeper Gt Yarmouth 
Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 

Fesxy, Domixic Cummins, South i Ey Military 
Tutor High Court Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 

Fratcuer, Atrrep, Wakefield Wakenela Pet Novy 24 | 
Ord Nov 24 

Frexco, Wituim Henry, ae Mowbray, Grocer 

Leicester Pet Nov25 Ord Nov 25 | 

Jacxsoys, Witttam, South st, Feesberr, Leather Merchant | 

High Court Pet Nov2 Ord Nov 24 

Kewnwarp, Frepericx Louis Arrave. Chatham, Libourer | 
Rochester Pet Nov 22 Ord Nov 22 | 

Ksow res, Frayx Goran, Maidstone, Groc2r's Assistant 
Maidstone Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 | 

LavuperpaLe, Harry, West Hartlepool, Hairdresser | 
Sunderland Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 | 

Manwakixe, Caantes, Wrexham, Fent Dealer Wrexham | 


‘ov 24 Ord Nov 24 , 
Moreax, WittiamM, Ly my Glam, Licensed Victualler 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 
Mvueritr, Water James, Hammersmith, Draper's 
Ass High Court Pet Nov7 Ord Nov 25 
Essex. 


PartrivceE, ~ win Grorce Maruew, 
Licensed 
Apert Pratt, East Malling, Grocer 
et 


























































Halstead, 
Victualler Colchester Pet Nov 25 
Nov 25 
Pierce, Hexry 
Maidstone Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 


Roserts, Hues,.Newtown, Mont, Grocer Newtown Pet 
Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 

Rowsotuam, W, Teddington, Electrical Engineer Kings- 
toa, Surrey Pet Sept 22 Ord Nov 25 

Scnirre, Wittiam Henry Frepenickx, Bradford. Shoddy 
Merchant Bradford Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 


FIRST MEETINGS. 

yy Oxfords Dec 5 at 2,30 
bi , Carey st 

eTH Eatos, Southend on Sea, Builder Dec 
Talbot & White, Cliff Town rd, Southend 


on Bea 
Coaeay, oe Cuanies, Bernard st, Russell eq, Builder 
Dec 5 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Dautyrs, ~ oath. Dyer, i Silver Plater 
Dec 7 at 12 Off Rec, — In, Sheffi 


Dagvitt, Puitir, Gosport, Han i deokene Dee 5 at 3 
Off Ree, Cambri st, Portsmouth 


bridge junction, 
Evass, Jonx Hesey, Coleford, ¢ Glos, Grocer Dec 7 at 1 
Westgate chmbrs, Mon 


Basor, aaa 


use, 
5 at 12.30 


Ne 
Faizex, Witt1am Tuomas, Bridgnorth, Salop Dec 6 at 2 
County Court, West Bromwich 
Gazer, Wictiam Warcrss, Little Iford, Essex, Builder 
Dec 5at12 Boom 53, bldgs, Car 


ey st 
_Birmingiam, Tol 
—— 


Dec 5 at 11 
Susaeenae ge Hull, Tobacco 
Manufactur 
Hull 


Kingston upon 

er Dec5atil Off Bec, ” Trinity House In, 

Hexty, Hesnr, Hove, Sussex, Baker Dec 6 at 11 17, 
High st, Lewes 


Ho.toway, Joxas, Cardiff, Commercial Traveller Dec 8 
at3.D 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 


om", i ABLES, 


| Licurroot, Tuomas, Kelsall, Chester, Geoee Dec 6 at 11 
Luioyp, ApraTHak, Onllwyn, Glam, Collie 


| Bonzsan, Jamues, Leicester, Builder Dec 5 at 12.30 Off 


| Pratt, ARTHUR SMEED, Bournemouth, "Solicitor ‘Dec 5 at 12 
Grand H 


8c J: U Clapton 
ge pper - . 








Bu —— ——_ Hunslet, Leeds, Commission Agent Dec | Crorr, ten aed Builder Lincoln Pe 
6 at Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds Nov 28 

JACKSON, Neieanerr Finsbury, Leather Merchant Dec 5 | Darvitt, Pat, “Gp ort, Hants, Gardener Portsmouth 
at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 

Jervis, Ropert, Lozells, Birmi , Builder Dec 7 at 11 | DawKrys, ALBERT sam, Dover, Builder Canterbury 
174, Berens st, Birmi ? Pet Oct 31 Ord Nov 2 

Jonxstox UGLAS, Bote Carlisle, Jeweller Dec 8 Dewnwine, Faravcis, Walverhampton Wolverhampton Pet 
at ff Rec, 34, Fisher lisle | Oct 17 Ord Nov 2 


Daew, WILuAmM ites, Cinderford, Glos Gloucester 
Pet Nov1 Ord Nov 

Evans, James, Beccles, Biol, Shopkeeper Gt Yarmouth 
Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 2 

Ferny, Domixic Cu sondky South Kensington, Military 
Tutor High Court Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 

rae, & ~ ae Wakefield Wakefield Pet Nov 2 

‘ov 2 


KEnnarp, yoo Louis Artur, Chatham, Kent, 
Labourer Decllat1130 115, High st, Rochester 
Tauaee, Davin, Slipper Maker Dec 6 at12 Off 
c, 22, Park row, Leeds 


t chmbis ite row, 


Manager Dec 


5at12.15 Off Rec, =. Alexandra rd, Swansea 
Loyetey, T J, Mark In, — Merchant Dec 5 at12/| GuEy, oval Birmingham, Tobacconist Birmingham 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 25 


| Gray, Frank Durrett, tg oy ol Rate, Miller Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Novs Ord N 
Howe ., Jonn Cuaries, Queen Victoria st High Court 
Pet Sept 6 Ord Nov 24 
Jervis, Ropert, Birmingham, Builder Birmingham Pet 
Nové Ord Nov 25 
KeEnnakb, Pan tg Louis Arruour, Chatham, Labourer 
Pet Nov 22 Ord Nov 22 
Kyow.es, Frank Goruam, Maidstone, Grocer’s Assistant 
Maidstone Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 
Lav wer tem Harry, West Hartlepool, Hairdresser 
Sunderland Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 
ManwarinG, Coaries, Wrexham, Fent Dealer Wrexham 
Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 
Moraan, WItiiAn, Pada l Glam, a 7 Victualler 
dfil Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 2 
ILLIAM GLAIsTER, Minci 
High Court Pet Oct 23 Ord Nov 22 
Partripgze, Epwix George Mayuew, Halstead, Esse 
Licensed Victualler Colchester Pet Nov25 Ord Nov3 
Pierce. Henry Apert Prat, East Malling, Grocer 
Maidstone Pet Nov 23 Ord Noy 28 
Rescuer, Max, Noble st. Merchant High Court Pet Sept 
4 Ord Nov 22 
Rosinson, H G, Fleet st High Court Pet Septit Ord 


Nov 23 
Sammes, Wituram, Clapton, Watch Manufacturer High 
Court Pet July13 Ord Nov 23 
Scuitre, Wittiam Heyry Frepenrick, Bradford, Shoddy 
erchant Bradford Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 
Scuutz, Jacos, 7, meee, Baker High Court Pet 
Nov 22 Ord Nov 2 


McKay, poet Hitchin, ad Travelling Draper Dec 
6at1130 Off Bee, t Bt Paul’s sq, Bedford 

Mappey, _ ah WILuias Birmingham, Clerk Dec 5 at 
12 174, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Moae, CHARLES, Templecombe, aan, Baker Dec 7 at 
11,30 ermsid Hotel, Yeo 


1. Berridge st, Leicester 
OsporveE, THOMAS, Leicester, Farmer Dec 5 at 11.15 Off 
Rec, County Court bldgs, Sheep st, Northampton 
Prerce, Henry Awsert Pratt, East Malliog, Eat 
Grocer Decidatil Off Rec, 9, King st, 
Pootre, Atrrep, Thorpe Andlio, nr Pontefract, Market 
Gardener Dec6ati11 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 


Bournemouth 

Parrcuarp, Davin, Lianllechid, Carnarvon, Farmer Dec7 
at 11 Ship Hotel, Bangor 

Quixtos, Mary, and ae. 1s Paice Quintox, Chepstow, 
Mon, Bakers Dec7 at 12 Westgate chmbra, Newport, 

on 

RANGER, iam rt Roat, h Holborn, -> a Victualler 

Dec 7 at 11 Peake 1) 


Roserts, Tuom AS Dossy U Usk, Mon, Innkeeper Dec 7 at 
12.20 Westgate chmbrs, Newport, M 
Satter, ALFRED vate Walbrook, Company Promoter 
Dec 6at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st | 
Baker Dec 7 at 2.30 
ptcy bldgs, 


Saarp, James Witiiam, Leeds Dec Bat12 Off Rec, 22, 
Park row, Leeds 

Sterneys, Eowarp James, Lower Edmonton, Box Manu- 
facturer Dec6at2.00 Bankruptcy bldgs Carey st 

Tvrespenny, Henry, heen eg anes Traveller | 
Dec 7 at 12 Bankruptcy b Carey st 

Watton, Cuaries Epwarp, , Beerseller Dec5 at 11 

Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds } 
Wairaker, Jouy Henny, Bradford 


Wairtiscuam, Antuvr, Bradford, Hairdresser Dec6é atil 
ae ig 
ILsox, Rosa epher: ent, ouse 

Keeper Dec 7 at 9.30 Off Rec, 73, Castle st, Canter- | 


bury 

Woon, &  Gosnam, Stanley, Yorks, A ad Miner Dec 5 at 11 
ff Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefie 

Woon, Henry, Blackburn, ay Dec 6at 12.30 County 
Court house, Blackburn 


NICHOLSON, 4 Commission 





ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Futter, Joun AnprEws, Plymouth, Provision Dealer 
Plymouth Adjud March 28, 1899 Annul Nov 15, 1899 








Ali letters intended for publication in tie 
** Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 


Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 


ADJUDICATIONS, } 

age, 52s, EKL 
Antnvun, Artuce Dayip, Treorkey, Butcher Pontypridd | 9% Ws wi REPORTER, aes 
Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 2% | 268.; by Post, 28s. Soxrorrors’ JouRNAL 


Brappock, Cuar_es, Garston, nr Liverpool, Contractor 
Salford Pet Oct 31 Ord Nov 25 
Core, Rosert Swissornz, Gt Oakley, Essex, Farmer 
Colchester Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 


26s.; by Post, 28s. Volwmes bound at the 
office—cloth, 2s. 9d., half law calf, 5s. 6d. 






















TELEPHONE: 1824 GERRARD. 


J. C. 


HORTICULTURAL SALES. 
Great Sales of Plants and Bulbs, 


SCIENTIFIC 


ART AND CURIO SALES. 
Great Special Sale in the first week of 

NATURAL HISTORY SALES. 
Once and twice a month. 


CAREFULLY 
Cc. 


COMMISSIONS 
J. 





UNDER NEW PARTNERSHIP ARRANGEMENT. 


STEVENS, 
AUCTIONEER AND VALUER, 


CATALOGUES AND 


STEVENS, 


TELEGRAMS: ‘‘ AUKS,” LONDON. 


ESTABLISHED 
1760. 


38, KING STREET, COVENT GARDEN, LONDON, W.C. 


now being held Sous io a week at the Rooms, in Lots to suit all Buyers. 


Horticultural Valuations medic for all purposes, and Sales conducted in any part of the country. 
given upon all Horticultural matters. 


INSTRUMENT SALES. 
Every Friday a Sale is held of Electrical and Photographic Apparatus, Microscopes by the Leading Makers and Microscopic Object:, 
Telescopes, Lanterns and Lantern Slides, Surveying and Surgical Instruments. 


Advice and assistance 


every month. 


ALL PARTICULARS FREE ON APPLICATION. 
EXECUTED FOR GENTLEMEN UNABLE TO 
88, KING STREET, 


ATTEND THE 
ee -o.° 


SALES. 















| AW. Mane ging Oe ra Wanted ; poe 
4 tical ex ne in paeet 9 pennies, particularly Con- 
veyancing, C , and Trust matters ; en act without 

ellent ref ; y salary.—Lrx, 





w, Baitour-road, High br ary, N, 


‘TO SOLICITORS. —Ke “William Borlase 
. oe, Deceased —-folicitors who have the custody 

or have prepared, any Will or Codicil for the late 
Withee Boriase Pam, A No, 42, Vburg-stecet, London, 
6.W., ate requested to onmunicate with Menara, HK ewirt & 
Usqiaant, Solicitors, 1%), LeaAenhall-street, London, B.C. 










AN TED, by a Sheffield Firm of Solicitors, | 

perienced Assistant (admitted or not ad- 

mitted), t Selby 99 qualified to act in ordinary Conveyancing 

and Common Law matters practically without supervision. 

ne Z, care of Harrison & Sons, 46, St. 

rachael wl ane, Causing Cross, Ww. C., stating age, qualifica- 
tions, salary, & 


reas D (nearly mat the Law Courts).— 
Suites of Chambers and Offices to be Let; rentals 
from £15 to £60 pe a annum,.—Apply to Davin Buanert 
& Co,, 16, Nicholas-lane, City. 





A beet PARENTS and GUARDIANS, — R ESIDENTIAL CHAMBERS (Bedford- 
Vacancy occurs for a well-educated Youth as Articled row).--Four Spacious Rooms to be Let ; rent £55. 

Pupil; moderate premium.—Mr, Kuxewr Pensinarox, | Apply as above, 

¥, ad Auctioneer, Burveyor, and Land Agent, Richmond, 

















